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Current Topics. 


Some mEa may be gathered of the labour bestowed on the 
new Land Transfer Rules from the fact that between thirty-five 
and forty long meetings of the committee were held. The 
committee consisted of Mr. Justice Kexewicu, Sir Howarp 
Exrxrystong, Mr. J. W. Crank, Mr. W. Metmorn Wa rss, 
and Mr. BrickDALe. 





A set of Rules of the Supreme Court, to be known as the 
Rules of July, 1903, and to come into force on the 24th of 
October next, have been issued, apparently in final form, though 
we do not remember an issue of the rules in draft. The first 
rule amplifies the very bare form of indorsement which has been 
hitherto prescribed in libel actions. ‘‘ The plaintiff's claim is 
for damages for libel” —so runs the form, and the defendant 
has been left to guess at the nature of the libel and the publica- 
tion in which it appeared, a process which, to the editors and 
publishers of newspapers in particular, was not a little 
embarrassing. The amended form requires that the 
indorsement shall give sufficient particulars to identify the 
publications, but it does not go on—as apparently it should 
have done—to require the plaintiff to indicate the particular 
passage complained of. Certain changes have been made in 
order 11 with regard to service out of the jurisdiction. When 
the defendant is neither a British subject, nor in British 
dominions, then, under the existing rule 6 of that order, notice 
of the writ, and not the writ itself, is to be served upon him, and 
if, instead of following this direction, the plaintiff serves a 
foreigner abroad with the writ, this is a nullity, and not a 
mere irregularity which can be cured: Hewitson v. Fabre (36 
W. R. 717, 21 Q. B. D. 6). In that case it was pointed 
out that foreign Powers resented the service of writs on 
their own subjects, and hence service of notice was sub- 
stituted. The foreign defendant was thus under no com- 
pulsion to obey the writ, but might exercise an option. It 





would seem, however, that some foreign powers are so doubtful 
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of their own authority over their subjects that even service of a 
notice is resented, and under the new rules the notice is to be 
forwarded by the president of the division to the Foreign 
Secretary, by whom it is to be sent to the foreign government 
for service. In due course an official certificate will come back 
that the notice has been served, or cannot be served, as the case 
may be, and then the actioncan proceed, It would be interesting 
to know what are the circumstances which have dictated this 
inconvenient and dilatory procedure. The comity of nations 
should favour, rather than obstruct, the prosecution of legal 
claims. The new rule, however, will only apply in the case of 
countries to be named from time to time by order of the Lord 
Chancellor. 





Rutz 4 of the new rules extends the list of securities in which 
money in court can be invested by including colonial stocks 
which for the time being rank as trustee securities under the 
Colonial Stock Act, 1900 (63 & 64 Vict. c. 62). The next rule 
makes a change of some importance with regard to giving notice 
of trial. Under the existing rule 11 of order 36, notice may be 
given with the reply (if any), whether it closes the pleadings or 
not, or at any time after the issues of fact are ready for trial. 
If there is a reply, the plaintiff is thus in a position to give 
notice of trial with the reply. But otherwise he cannot in 
general give notice until the issues of fact are ready for trial, and 
this is a date which, under the existing rules and having regard to 
Robinson v. Caldwell (41 W. R. 364 ; 1893, 1 Q. B. 519), seems, in 
the absence of special directions as to reply on the summons for 
directions, to be ten days a‘ter the delivery of the defence. But 
the matter has been embarrassed by the recent rule that a reply 
is not to be delivered unless ordered, and where there is no order 
for a reply there has been no suitable provision with respect to 
the time for giving notice of trial. This point is dealt with in 
the new form of rule 11, which introduces the provision that, 
where no order for a reply has been made, the notice may be 
given on the expiration of four das after the defence has been 
delivered. A set of rules are added to order 37 (‘‘ Evidence 
Generally”), prescribing the mode of taking evidence in this 
eountry under the Foreign Tribunals Evidence Act, 1856, for the 
use of courts abroad. 


A pornt of some interest in regard to delivery and taxation of 
bills of costs is dealt with in the new rule 9 (ord. 65, r. 26a), 
which provides that orders for delivery of bills of costs by 
solicitors and for taxation of such bills may be made by the 
court or a judge in any division of the High Court, notwith- 














standing such bills relate to non-contentious proceedings. It | 
would appear that this rule is aimed at the state of the law | 
revealed some fifteen years ago in Re Pollard (20 Q. B. D. 656). 
By section 37 of the Solicitors Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vict. c. 73), 
taxation f costs in proceedings in court was referred, as to 
equity, bankruptcy, and lunacy, to the Lord Chancellor 
and the Master of the Rolls, and as to other matters 
to the common law courts. To the Lord Chancellor and 
the Master of the Rolls were referred also taxations in cases 
where no part of the business had been transacted in any 
court of law or equity—that is, non-contentious business. By 
section 16 of the Judicature Act, 1873, all the jurisdiction of the 
Court of Chancery, including that of the Master of the Rolls, 





was transferred to the High Court, but by section 34 the business | 
thus transferred was divided between the various divisions of | 
the High Court, and the matters assigned to the Chancery | 
Division included those in respect of which the Court of Chan- 





cery had had by statute an exclusive jurisdiction. Upon these 
enactments the question arose in Re Pollard whether a judge of | 
the Queen’s Bench Division had power to order delivery | 


of a bill of costs for non-contentious business, and 
it was decided that, though, under section 16, he had 
the necessary jurisdiction, yet the application to him to| 


exercise it was wrongly made, since under secton 34 it was a 
matter assigned to the Chancery Division. Lord Esuer, M.R., 
indeed, held that there had been no transfer by section 16 of the 
jurisdiction vested in the Lord Chancellor and the Master of the 

alls under section 37 of the Solicitors Act, 1843. He con-'| 
sidered that the jurisdiction was vested in them by virtue of 
their offices, and not as judges of the Court of Chancery. But 











the majority of the court (Fry and Lorzs, L.JJ.) held, ag j heard @ 
stated, that there had been a transfer of the jurisdiction, ay the last 
that it had been specially assigned to the Chancery Divisio, Mr. Sr: 

Section 33 of the Judicature Act, 1873, however, exprogh murder 
makes the assignment of business in section 34 subject 4 plea ¢ 
alteration by rules of court, and under the new rule nowy found 
question the jurisdiction in respect of delivery and taxation ¢ Davi 
bills of costs for non-contentious business will be exercisable hye Ame 
any judge of the High Court. "BS f 

oe a oe I itself 
punish 

AN INTERESTING action has just been concluded in Frang M™ final de 
It may be remembered that a serious accident occurred in th qrimin: 
Paris International Exhibition owing to the fall of a footbrig worse.’ 
leading to a supplementary show in which a celestial globe yg “Thos 
represented on a gigantic scale, An action was brought by privile 
children, whose parents were killed by the accident, against th@™ our pt 
City of Paris and also against the contractors wko construcj—™ fix the 
the bridge. The court has decreed that the city shall pay af see fit 
indemnity of 2,500 francs to each of the five children, on thi to, ant 
ground that the municipal authorities had not properly di. @% patien 
charged their duty of superintending the construction of th not, tl 
bridge. It was further ordered that the contractors who had om. #  factio1 
structed the bridge in an unskilful and improper manner shoul J Ameri 
make an annual payment to the younger children till they cameg J cause 
age. In acase like this, of-separate torts by separate defendant erimir 
the English law would probably refuse to allow them to be joinei 
in the same action. The rule against the inclusion of sud 
claims is based upon public convenience, and it seems mor An 
reasonable to require that the liability of the contractors shouli §%  sessio 
be determined in a separate action before suing the municipality, Consi 
And we are wholly unable to understand the principle upm Wind. 
which the damages were distributed between the differe offenc 
defendants. at th 

ee? ee . the f 

Tue case of Gill vy. McDowell (Irish Reports 2 K. B, D. 463 defen 
was certainly a strange one. The action was for damages for to ste 
breach of warranty upon the sale of an animal by the defendant his d 
to the plaintiff. It appeared that the defendant sent three heal for a 
of cattle to a fair for sale, a bullock, a heifer, and an anim the r 
which from one point of view appeared to be a bullock, and from matt 
another a heifer, and which was in fact, a hermaphrodite. Th Cour 
three animals were bought by the plaintiff. No warranty wa atten 
given, and nothing was said, as to the sex of the animals, but the a trit 
plaintiff bought under the belief that he was buying eithera Oour 
bullock and two heifers or a heifer and two bullocks. The Act, 
defendant knew of the malformation of the hermaphrodite, and indic 
knew that the plaintiff would not have purchased it had ke gaol 
known of the malformation. By a careful and skilled examine miss 
tion the defect could have been discovered by the plaintiff, but hav. 
in fact it was not discovered by him until after the sale. The ques 
animal afterwards died, the death being the direct consequent app 
of the malformation. The Irish court, following Smith 1. real 
Hughes (L. R. 6 Q. B. 597), held that as there was evidence that regi 
the defendant knew that the plaintiff believed that ho (the to | 
defendant) was contracting to sell two heifers and a bullock, and the 
that the plaintiff did so believe; in other words, that the seller that 
knew thatthe buyer was under a mistake as to the subjet way 
matter contracted to be sold—the defendant was responsible apy 
The vendor could not force on the purchaser an article which be Cot 
knew the latter never proposed to buy. The Sale of Goods Ae, dic 
1893, unlike the iaw of France, contains no express provisions imy 
with regard to the sale and barter of domestic animals, and we are 
have been unable to find in any system of foreign law an implied in: 
warranty upon the sale of an animal that it shall be either It: 
male or female. 

WE conTINvE to read in the newspapérs of lynch law in the | 
United States. This barbarous mode of administering justice Pr 
appears to be no longer confined to the Southern or Westem la 
States, but to be spreading towards New York. Mr. Justic# th 
Brewer has taken the opportunity to declare that ‘‘ lynching # p 
murder and those who participate in it are liable to be hanged,’ it 
and we have little doubt that this ruling is correct. But} nD 
must not be forgotten that the lax and dilatory procedure d n 
the criminal courts in America has much to do with the em w 





tence of lynch law. Charges of murder are in this coumly 
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heard and determined with reasonable speed. Going back to 
the last century, we find that the murder of the Prime Minister, 
Mr. Spencer Percrvat, took place on the 11th of May. His 
murderer, BELLINGHAM, was tried on the 15th of May, and, the 
a of insanity being set aside by the court, he was 
found guilty and was hanged on the 18th of May. Mr. 
Day Duprey Fietp said in 1889, while addressing the 
American Bar Association, of which he was the president: 
“So far as I am aware, there is no other country calling 
itself civilized in which it is so difficult to convict and 
punish a criminal, and where it takes so many years to get a 
final decision between man and man as this. Our methods of 
criminal procedure are various, and our criminal practice still 
worse.” It was said recently by another eminent lawyer: 
“Those who are charged with a criminal offence in Illinois are 
privileged characters, and dominate the state. They can, under 
our practice, generally choose their own judges to try them, can 
fix the time and the season, can select just such a jury as they 
see fit, can take as much time to do it in as they have a mind 
to, and can then prolong the trial long enough to wear out the 
patience of the jury and drive the judge to madness.” We are 
not, therefore, surprised to hear that there is general dissatis- 
faction with regard to the administration of justice in the 
American criminal courts, and that this is supposed to be the real 
cause of the summary vengeance taken by lawless mobs on 
criminals who would otherwise escape the penalties of the law. 





Ay ATTEMPT was made this week to compel a court of quarter 
sessions to state a case for the opinion of the Court for the 
Consideration of Crown Cases Reserved. In the case of Rex v. 
Windmill the defendant was tried on an indictment for betting 
offences before the Recorder of Swansea. Objection was taken 
at the trial to the admissibility of certain evidence tendered for 
the prosecution. The recorder admitted the evidence, and the 
defendant was convicted. On application, the recorder refused 
to state a case for the opinion of the High Court as to whether 
his decision was right. Counsel subsequently moved a rule nisi 
for a mandamus to the recorder to state a case. The court refused 
the rule, on the ground that the recorder had a discretion in the 
matter; that he had exercised that discretion, and that the High 
Court had no power to interfere. This appears to be the first 
attempt to compel a court of quarter sessions to state a case upon 
atrial or indictment, and it cannot be doubted that the High 
Court was right in its decision. By the Crown Cases Reserved 
Act, 1848, it was provided that when any person is convicted on 
indictment ‘‘ before any court of oyer and terminer, or general 
gaol delivery, or court of quarter sessions, the judge or com- 
missioner, or justice of the peace before whom the case shall 
have been tried, may, in his or their discretion, reserve any 
question of law which shall have arisen at the trial.” It 
appears from this that a court of quarter sessions is 
really in the same position as a judge of assize with 
regard to stating a case. There never has been any attempt 
to interfere with the discretion of the judge; and though 
the court of quarter sessions is an inferior court, this case shews 
that, if discretion is exercised, the High Court will not in any 
way interfere. With respect to the specific ground of the 
application in this case, it should be remembered that the High 
Court has consistently refused to order a court of summary juris- 
diction to state a case on the ground that evidence has been 
improperly admitted. It has always been considered that justices 
are the sole judges as to what evidence is, or is not, admissible 
i matters before them, and the High Court will not interfere. 
It may interfere, however, where evidence is rejected. 





Tue svpement of a Divisional Court in the case of Rex vy. 
Parke, Ex parte Dougal, is a most important contribution to the 
law on contempt of court. ‘The law seems to be firmly established 
that an inferior court of record can punish for contempt of court 
provided the contempt be committed in the face of the court 
itself; but that it has no power to deal with contempts com- 
mitted outside the court. Inferior courts, not of record, have 
no power whatever to punish for contempt, whether com- 


however, be some remedy for gross acts of contempt of any 
court, and a remedy undoubtedly exists by indictment or 
information. 
in action and difficult to put in motion. 
ever, is a sort of guardian of all inferior courts ; it corrects their 
faults and restrains them from abusing their powers. The recent 
case raised the interesting question whether the High Court has 
not also power to protect its wards from unlawful attacks from 
outside. The late notorious murderer, DovGat, as is well known, 


This remedy is a clumsy one; the engine is slow 
The High Court, how- 


was first arrested on a charge of forgery. While he was on - 


remand on this charge before the justices, the respondent in his 


newspaper published a mass of statements conceraing the past 
life of the prisoner, giving what were said to be details of his past 
life, and shewing him to the world as a man of the very worst 
character, who had committed, and been convicted of, other 
crimes. These articles in this newspaper clearly amounted to 
a very serious interference with the due course of justice. A 
tule, therefore, was applied for, and granted, against the 
respondent, calling upon him to shew cause why he should 
not be punished for contempt of court. It was argued 
in defence that he had committed no contempt of the 
High Court, and that, therefore, the High Court could not 
interfere, as when the articles were published no proceedings 
were pending in the High Court. Proceedings, however, had 
been commenced which in the ordinary course of things would 
be continuous until they came to a conclusion by the verdict 
of a jury at assizes. Now, a court of assize is, by virtue of 
section 16 of the Judicature Act, 1873, a branch of the High 
Court. Hence, as soon as a warrant for forgery has been signed 
by a magistrate, proceedings have been initiated in a matter 
over which the High Court alone has jurisdiction, for forgery 
is not triable at quarter sessions. It seems almost necessary, 
therefore, that if any person, even in the earliest stages of the 
proceedings, does any unlawful act which tends to interfere with 
the course of justice, the High Court should have the power to 
summarily interpose its authority. This power, it has now been 
decided, the High Court does possess and will use. In giving 
judgment upon the case before it, the High Court did not 
expressly decide whether or not it would interfere to protect a 
court of summary jurisdiction, where proceedings commenced in 
that court would not in the ordinary course ever come before 
any branch of the High Court. It seems fairly clear, however, 
from the considered judgment, that the High Court will so 
interfere in a proper case, and will not allow the course of 
justice to be interfered with with impunity by anyone, even 
though the proceedings in an inferior court are such as can 
never in the ordinary course go beyond that court. 





Unver section 4 of the Arbitration Act, 1889, where an action 
is commenced in respect of a matter which is the subject of an 
agreement for reference to arbitration, a defendant who wishes 
to insist on arbitration must apply to the court to stay the pro- 
ceedings in the action before ‘‘ delivering any pleadings or taking 
any other steps in the proceedings.” In general, when a party 
takes a step in the proceedings this implies that he does some- 
thing on his own initiative; but it appears from the recent 
decision of Swinven Eapy, J., in Richardson v. Le Maitre (1903, 
2 Ch. 222), following that of the Court of . er in County 
Theatres, Se. (Limited) v. Knowles (1902, 1 K B. 480), that this 
is not necessary, and that a defendant who appears upon a 
summons for directions, and assents to an order made thereon 
with respect to the general course of the action, is to be con- 
sidered as taking a step in the wag 2 so as to lose the 
right to apply to have the.dispute referred. In County 
Theatres, §c. (Limited) the order made on the summons 
included an order for mutual discovery, which presumably 
implied an application to that effect by the defendant. And 
the judgment of Cotins, M.R., was perhaps based upon this. 
| ‘The parties,” he said, ‘appear before the master with, as it 
were, a blank sheet on which he may make this inclusive order, 
When he does so with the acquiescence of both parties there is 
just as much a step in the proceedings by each of the parties as 
if an order had been made on his se ication.” But 


te appli 
Swivren Eapy, J., in the later case has held that the matter 





mitted in the face of the court or otherwise. ‘There must, 





does not depend upon the assumption of any independent appli- 
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cation by the defendant. It is enough that the order or the 
summons is made in the presence of the defendant. ‘ Attend- 
ing,” he said, ‘‘this general summons for directions without 
objection, and without asking for an adjournment in order to 
make an application to stay the action, is taking a step in the 
proceedings within the meaning of section 4 of the Arbitration 
Act, 1889.” 





WE noricep in a recent article the leading principles rela- 
tive to the regulation and government of local areas by means 
of bye-laws. We have now to notice some recent bye-laws of 
the London County Council directed against the disgusting and 
insanitary habit of spitting in public carriages, and the less 
objectionable, but equally irritating, habit of throwing down 
advertisement bills in streets, and the dangerous practice of 
window-cleaning without proper precautions against accident. 
The bye-law against spitting is especially welcome, and our 
only regret is that it is not of a far more comprehensive 
character. For not only is it peculiarly offensive and disgusting, 
but it is an actual danger to health. But probably the council’s 
advisers found some difficulty in framing such a comprehen- 
sive bye-law without infringing one of the cardinal principles 
which govern the making of all bye-laws—namely, that they shall 
be certain and reasonable. Probably also the council may have 
been influenced by the consideration that a bye-law of too com- 
prehensive a character might from its very stringency fail in its 
object. For where a bye-law is too far in advance of the habits 
of the great majority of the community, and of their sense of what 
is fit and right, it will in all probability remain a dead letter. The 
crusade against this habit is at present only in its infancy, and 
the more limited bye-law which the county council have made 
will serve perhaps to some extent as an educational factor 
towards the formation of a wider and healthier public opinion on 
this subject among the lower classes. As regards throwing down 
advertisements in the streets, this in some quarters has become 
a —- nuisance, and, what is more, the advertisements them- 
selves are very frequently of an objectionable character and tend 
to the subversion of public morals, and such a bye-law is fully 
justified. 





WE assrainep from criticizing at the time Mr. Justice 
Byrne’s decision against the proposed scheme of reduction of 
capital and re-arrangement of shareholders’ rights in Re Samuel 
Allsopp § Sons (Limited) (ante, p. 638). The matter depended 
upon a minute consideration of the scheme as it affected 
different classes of shareholders, and we only referred to the 
case on a former occasion as illustrating the strictness with 
which the court views the attempt of a majority of shareholders 
to interfere with the rights of a dissentient minority. Still, 
having regard to the magnitude of the interests at stake, and of 
the general desire on the part of the shareholders to have 
the scheme carried through, it was felt to be probable that 
the learned judge had erred on the side of over-caution, and his 
decision has now been reversed by the Court of Appeal (Zimes, 
23rd inst.). Of the three classes of stockholders—preferred, 
preferred ordinary, and deferred—the two latter were to suffer 
a large diminution in the amounts of their nominal holdings 
in order to write off lost capital, and the voting power, which 
had originally been confined to the third class, was to be dis- 
tributed among all three. Mr. Justice Byrne held that the 
scheme was uot fair to the preferred ordinary shareholders, but 
it was opposed by only a small minority of that class and was 
supported unanimously by each of the two other classes. The 
position of the company rendered it imperative that some process 
of rearrangement should be adopted, and without impugning 
the care which Mr. Justice Byrne bestowed upon the case, it 
may be regarded as fortunate that a scheme which had so much 
in its favour, and which was so largely a matter of domestic 
management, has not been wrecked by the court. 








It is stated that the Lord Chancellor, having instituted inquiries as to 
the number of officials, clerks, and others engaged in the Central Office 
and other departments at the Royal Courts of Justice, who are over the 


age limit, and having found that a number of them have been in occupa- 
tion of their [posts for over forty years, has ordered the compulsory 
retirement of a batch of these officials torthwith under the age limit. 





— SS 


The New Scheme for Registration 


with an Absolute Title. 


Wes referred shortly last week to the draft Land Transfer Ruly 
which have been published and which are intended to form, 
new code of practice in relation to registration of title. Th 
general effect of the rules we propose to discuss hereafter, but itis 
important that attention should be at once directed to the ¢ 

in regard to the registration of land with an absolute title. } 
will be remembered that the idea of securing an acceleration gf 
the time when a registered possessory title might be converte 
into an absolute title was suggested in the registrar’s re 
last year on the work of the registry. Mr. Brickbats 
observed that it was only as leading to a general register ¢ 
absolute titles that the construction of a geneml 
register of possessory titles could take rank as “a work 
of national importance and concern,’’ and he deprecated 
the period which in the ordinary course must elapse before this 
wished-for consummation could be reached. Moreover, there was 
the danger that the disadvantages of registration might lead) 
a collapse of the whole system before absolute title had hads 
chance of being tried. Hence it was suggested that a posses. 
ory title, registered upon a sale under ordinary conditions, com 
pleted by entry into possession, might be turned into an absolute 
title after the lapse of two years; power being reserved, when 
the value was very high, or where special circumstanca 
suggested the need of caution, to make further inquiry. 

Of course this proposal in the form was preposterous, and the 
registrar has not succeeded in securing its incorporatio 
in the new rules, and -had the drafting of thom 
rules followed the ordinary course, it is very probable 
they would have contained only such a proposal as could hk 
properly adopted. It is, indeed, the object of allowing registm- 
tion with a possessory tiile that, in course of time, so mucho 
the title as is on the register should be sufficient to satisfy pur 
chasers; in other words, that examination of the title previous 
to first registration should gradually be dispensed with. Andit 
was natural that a proposal should be made to give effectto 
this process on the register, so that, after the lapse of a stated 
period, the title should be changed from possessory to absolute 

But if this was to be done, the analogy of the statutory periol 
of limitation suggested the rule which should be adopted, 
The ordinary time within which claims to land can be madeis 
twelve years, and it is likely that this is the period which would 
have been inserted in the new rules had they been drafted 
without official interference. A twelve years’ period would not, 
indeed, have obviated the necessity for further inquiry on the 
part of the registry. The matter has to be considered from the 
point of view of the indemnity fund and of possible claimants 
the land, and to secure safety it would have to be ascertained that 
at the date of first registration there was no ground for supposing 
that a longer period than twelve years might be necessary for 
perfecting the title. 

The scheme, however, which has been actually incorporated in 
the draft rules, settles the period at six years, and enables the 
registrar, in all cases where a possessory title registered updo 
a sale has attained that age, to modify in such manner as he may 
think fit the examination of title required upon an application 
to convert the possessory iuto an absolute title. It is rumoured 








that the majority of the Rule Committee altered the 
registrar's initial period of two years to _ twelve, 
and that they were overruled by the Lord Chancellor. If this 


is 80, a serious question would arise whether the rules are valid. 
Under the Land Transfer Acts, the Lord Chancellor is em 
powered to make rules with the advicé and assistance of the 
committee, and we take it that a rule made in opposition # 
their advice would not be good. And moreover, it is to 

remembered that the Lord Chancellor is named for this pups 
not as an expert in conveyancing, but solely in his offic 
capacity, and it might be expected that he would leave the 
responsibility for the rules to the committee who are specially 
entrusted by the Legislature with their preparation. Probably 
we shell not be wrong in saying that expert opinion, as rept’ 
sented on the Rule Committee, has pronounced in favour of the 
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jonger period of twelve years, and that the reduction of this 
iod to six years is due to official desire to help on the work 

of the registry. 

We do not overlook the f:ct that the period of six years is to 
date from a sale, and that an examination is still to be made in 
the tegistry, subject to such modifications as the registrar 
thinks fit. But having regard to the published opinions of the 
present registrar, the provision for examination does not seem to 
have any practical value. We gather that Mr. Brickpatz 
would, after two years’ possessory registration, register any title 
as absolute which had been taken on a sale under 
ordinary conditions, and which had been followed by possession, 
further examination being only required in special cases. But 
this, it is needless to say, is opposed to all conveyancing practice. 
If it were a safe course to pursue, then conveyancers have from 
tine immemorial adopted needless precautions in requiring fresh 
investigations of title upon succeeding sales. Nobody will deny 
the zeal of the present registrar, but for the purpose of consider- 
ing how far conveyancing practice can be relaxod at the registry 
he has put himself out of court by shewing too openly his 
desire to secure a speedy prevalence of absolute titles. 
If the principle of the draft rules is right, any con- 
yeyancer upon investigating a title can be satisfied primd facie 
with a conveyance on sale six years old, and need only make 
such special inquiries as the special circumstances of the case 
suggest. It is needless to say that conveyancers have never 
taken this limited view of their duties, and we shall be very 
much surprised if the registry office, which should be a model 
to conveyancers in matters affecting investigation of title, is 
allowed to be conducted henceforth upon such lines. We hope 
that before the draft rules are finally settled, professional opinion 
will be brought to bear upon the rule-making authority so as to 
secure their proper amendment in the above respect. 








A Compound Settlement. 


I two recent cases questions relating to compound settlements 
have received answers which provoke inquiry, whether they 
are either theoretically correct or practically convenient. 

The question in the first of the two cases, Re Spencer's Settled 
Estates (1903, 1 Oh. 75), related to the constitution of the 
trusteeship of a compound settlement. 

The Settled Land Acts suggest a supposition by the Legisla- 
ture, that, for the purposes of those Acts, trustees of a settlement 
will exist when a tenant for life thereunder exercises any of his 
powers, except some mentioned in the Act of 1890. As to the 
exercise ef the power of sale, if the tenant for life can sell or 
contract to sell, although there are not any trustees of the settle- 
ment, he cannot complete his sale by an effectual conveyance 
unless they exist. In their capacity of trustees for the purposes 
of the Acts they have no estate or power to convey, nor, if the 
tenant for life chooses that the price shall be paid into court, 
does it appear to be necessary for them to be made parties to the 
conveyance ; but their existence is necessary for the purpose 
of receiving or waiving notice (Settled Land Act, 1882, s, 45; 
Settled Land Act, 1884, s. 5, sub-section 3) and, according to 
the late Mr., afterwards Lord, Justice Kay, also for the purpose 
of enabling the tenant for life to exercise his option to direct 
payment of the price into court: Settled Land Act, 1882, s, 22; 
Hatten v. Russell (1888, 38 Ch. D. 334). 

The quality of trustees for the purposes of the Settled Land 
Acts is consequent on either their endowment by their settle- 
ments with specified powers, or their being ‘“ by the settlement 
declared to be trustees thereof for the purposes of” the Act of 
1882: section 2, sub-section 8. The specified powers are rarely 
given to trustees of an ordinary real property settlement created 
since 1882, Consequently, if any of the constituent instruments 
of acompound settlement have been made later than that year, 
they are unlikely, by endowment with powers, to make the 
trustees named in them trustees for the purposes of the Acts. 
Ifthey did, they would only make them trustees of the single 
settlement giving the powers, and not trustees of the compound 
settlement. Neither can the makers of a later constituent settle- 
ment by declaration in it create such trustees. The statute only 


the trustees thereof shall be for the purposes of the Act trustees 
of the settlement—that is to say, according to the most obvious 
construction, the instrument containing the declaration, which is 
but one of several constituents of the compound settlement. 

It might have been convenient, and would possibly be but 
rarely dangerous, to have enabled the maker of the last of 
several instruments, which together make up a compound settle- 
ment, to effectually declare the trustees of that last constituent 
to be trustees of the whole thereby completed settlement, and 
having admitted the possible existence of tie compound settle- 
ment, an interpretation of the above cited authority which 
would have given the latest settlor that power does not seem 
inconceivable. So apparently thought the draftsman of the 
last constituent: settlement which was part of the subject of 
discussion in Re Spencer's Settled Estates (1903, 1 Ch. 75). That 
last instrument declared that three persons named in it should 
be trustees for the purposes of the Settled Land Acts under the 
settlement made by that instrument, “and also under the com- 
pound settlement made by the hereinbefore recited indentures 
and these presents.” Mr. Justice Byrne, while guarding himself 
against being supposed to be laying down a general rule, held 
that the declaration did not appoint the persons named to be 
trustees of the compound settlement, and he made an order 
appointing trustees of it. 

The report, however, discloses the existence of a circumstance 
which is not shewn to have attracted notice, but if presented in 
its proper bearing to the attention of the learned judge, would, 
it is submitted with some confidence, have led him to hold that 
trustees of the compound settlement for the purposes of the 
Acts already existed. The circumstance referred to was this: 
Of each of the two settlements which constituted the compound 
settlement the same persons were already validly appointed 
trustees. There was, indeed, an intermediate deed—a disentailing 
assurance—but nothing appears in the report to suggest 
that that deed was more than a means of effecting the 
settlement made by the third deed. Relatively to it alone 
trustees could not have any function. What was the compound 
settlement? It was, or was created by, the two settlements by 
virtue of which the land stood limited to or in trust for some 
persons by way of succession. Of each there were trustees for 
the purposes of the Acts, and the same persons were trustees of 
both—that is to say, of the compound settlement which they 
created or were. 

The second case, Re Cornwallis West and Munro’s Contract 
(1903, 2 Ch. 150), involved, though it did not discuss, the question 
whether, where the owner of the only beneficial interest created 
by a constituent of a compound settlement concurs in a sale, 
trustees of the compound settlement made up of that and 
other constituents are needed. That question turned on the 
meaning of the proposition, affirmed by Mr. Justice Srieiine 
in Re Marquis of Ailesbury v. Lord Iveagh (1893, 2 Ch. 
345), that where of a former settlement the only un- 
spent relic is a jointure rent-charge and a term to secure it, 
that settlement may be a constituent with subsequent instru- 
ments of a compound settlement, so that a tenant for life in 
possession under a later deed may sell discharged from the 
jointure rent-charge and term. It was argued that both were 
merely charges to which the subsequent settlements were sub- 
ject, not constituents of an existing settlement ; but Mr. Justice 
Srrawine held that the rent-charge and term were constituents of 
the existing settlement, and his doctrine has been accepted: 2s 
Mundy and Roper’s Contract (1899, 1 Ch. 275). Together with 
this doctrine must be recollected another equally well established, 
that there may be at the same. time a more comprehensive 
settlement, consisting of several deeds, and a less comprehensive 
one constituted by one deed only: ¢., approving Ae Ducane 
and Noettlefold’s Contract (1898, 2 Ch. 96, 105); Re Knovwles’s 
Settled Estates (1884, 27 Ch. D. 707). 

Now in this second of the two recent cases a tenant for life in 
possession was entitled under a will and also under subsequent 
deeds. His life estate originated in its devise by a testator who 
died in 1850, and under a power in that will he had created a 
rent for his wife’s jointure. He had also mortgaged his life estate. 
The life estate he had at the date of the pr ings was derived 
from a resettlement in 1895, which—though this, it is conceived, 
is unimportant—purported to limit the land to his use in restora- 





empowers the maker of a settlement to make a declaration that 
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tion of his old estate under the will. In these circumstances he 
contracted to sell, stipulating that the purchaser should not make 
any requisition with respect to the jointure rent-charge or the 
mortgages on his life estate. The jointress and the mortgagees 
were willing to concur and to permit the price to be paid to the 
trustees of the resettlement, who were by it declared to be 
trustees of that resettlement for the purposes of the Settled 
Land Acts. The only interests derived from the will were the 
vendor’s original life estate and his wife’s jointure. His 
original first life estate gave him a power to sell. That he still 
retained ; but the resettlement also gave him one, and that was 
the one which enabled him to sell, as he did, subject to the rent-, 
charge: Settled Land Act, 1882, s. 50. The purchaser 
objected to the title on the ground that there were no trustees 
for the purposes of the Settled Land Acts of the settlement 
created by the will, the jointure deed, and the resettlement. 
Mr. Justice Farwett admitted the validity of the objection. 
But, as we have frequently asked, why were trustees of the 
compound settlement needed? The decision in Re Marquis of 
Ailesbury v. Lord Iveagh, that a deed under which a jointure 
rent-charge and a term to secure it existed was a constituent 
with subsequent settlements of a compound one, and not merely 
a charge to which the subsequent settlements were subject, did 


not involve a denial of the fact of the rent and term being | 


charges, or of the power of the jointress to discharge the land 
from them. After she so discharged the land sold, the rent and 
term could not affect it. The question in Re Cornwallis West and 
Munro’s Contract was raised on behalf of the purchaser only, and 
it is difficult to see what possibility of doubt concerning his 
safety existed. 

It is apprehended that the jointress could with equal safety 
perform her engagement to release the land sold. Her rent 


would still be payable out of the income from the capital money | 


arising from the sale and any other settled property charged | 
with its payment. 

If the jointress had been unwilling to concur, the appointment 
of trustees of the compound settlement, of which her jointure deed 
was a constituent, would have been necessary, in order that, by an 
exercise of the power the tenant for life had acquired as tenant 
for life under the will, he might overreach the rent-charge. As 
the jointress would concur there was no need to obtain, by 
appointing trustees of a settlement partly constituted by the 
jointure deed, a conveyance under the power incident to the life 
estate underthe will. That incident to the life estate under the 
resettlement authorized a conveyance discharged from every- 
thing, except the rent-charge and the mortgages, discharges from 
which were otherwise assured. The use of the doctrine of 
Marquis of Ailesbury v. Lord Iveayh facilitated in that case the 
exercise by the tenant for life of his statutory power. Its 
extension to the case in Re Cornwallis West and Munro hindered 
the tenant for life in the exercise of his power. 








Reviews. 


Books Received. 
The Official Reports of the High Court of the South African 


Republic. Translated into English. With Index and Table of Cases. 
By Water 8. Wenner; and Revised by the Hon. J. G. Korzz, 


K.C., late Chief Justice of the South African Republic, &c. 


Vol. II. 


1895. Stevens & Haynes. 

The meeting of es and English arbitration experts, in connection 
with the arbitration proposals, was held on Tuesday evening, eays the St. 
James’ Gaztte, in the Temple. Mr. Justice Kennedy presided, and the 
Lord Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Bigham, Mr. Justice Walton, Mr. 
Crackenthorpe, K.C., Mr. Carver, K.C., Lord Brassey, Mr. Braithwaite, 
Mr. J.G. Alexander, and Mr. Thomas Barclay were amongst the others 
present. To enable those who may be called upon later to express their 
views on & proposed treaty to talk the matter over, was the main object of 
the conference. An interesting three hours’ discussion resulted in a 
motion, propos y Lord Brassey and seconded by Mr. Justice Walton, 
heartily approving the movement being passed. One or two of those 
present considered that the Salisbury-Cleveland Treaty was not altogether, 
an ideal model to follow, but the dilferences of opinion were altogether on 
details. The conference decided to adjourn, and meet again at a date to 


be afterwards fixed. 


| without any further consent of the lessor. 


——— 





Correspondence. 


The New Land Transfer Rules. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—As regards the alterations in these rules relating to th 
remuneration of solicitors, it will be found, I think, on consideration, 
that they are not in any way prejudicial to solicitors. 

You are mistaken in saying that the scale of fees on registration of 
a possessory title has been altered. The old scale which formed pay 
2 of the second schedule to the order of 1898 is reproduced in the ney 
order, the only alteration in this respect being made in sub-clang 
‘*e”’ of the old rule 271, which provides that where on the occasig, 
of a purchase of any registered land the purchaser’s solicitor receivy 
the remuneration fixed by the order of 1882, the remuneration 
for registering a possessory title shall not exceed £2 2s. up to £5,000, 
and £6 5s. beyond. 

This has been altered by the new rule No. 3365 (1) to afee of £1 Ig 
for each £1,000, with a maximum of £10 10s., so that while in gu 
cases the fee in respect of sums under £2,000 is diminished, it ig ip. 
creased in almost all cases above that amount, and the maximum; 
;now £10 10s. instead of £5 ds., the object being to relieve th 
| smaller transactions from some expense without inflicting loss m 
| solicitors. 
| At the same time, an alteration has been made so_as to make clea 
the intention of sub-clause ‘‘d” of the old rule, which provides that 
where title has been investigated ona ‘‘ recent” sale or purchase the 
ad valorem scale shall not be applicable. 

Doubts have been felt by taxing-masters as to what is a “ recent” 
sale or purchase, and these doubts are now set at rest by practically 
defining a ‘‘ recent ” sale or purchase as a sale or purchase “inducing” 
or leading up to registration. 

It will be observed that throughout the new rules—as, for instance, 
in rule 1, sub-section 8, and rules 92 and 93—the solicitor, and no 
other agent, is formally recognized. 

July 22. 

[Our correspondent is perfectly correct.—Eb. S.J.] 















































Points, to be Noted. 


Conveyancing. 


Lease—License to Assign.—The ordinary covenant in a lease that 
the lessee shall not assign without the lessor’s license, which, however, 
is not to be unreasonably withheld, does not imply any covenant by 
the lessee not to refuse his consent unreasonably, but the effect of 
an unreasonable refusal is to leave the lessee at liberty to assign 
without license. But this leaves open the question of fact whether 
the refusal was unreasonable, and consequently depreciates the value 
of the lease to the assignee. It has now been held that under such 
circumstances the lessee can in an action against the lessor get under 
R.S.C. ord, 25, r. 5, an order declaratory of bis right to assign, and 
where a lessor had imposed an unreasonable condition upon the 
license, an order was made that the lessee was entitled to assign 
- YOUNG v. ASHLEY 
GARDENS PROPERTIES (LIMITED) (C.A., April 30) (1903, 2 Ch. 112). 


Common Law. 


Illegal Contract—Wagering Policy—No Insurable Interest— 
Action to Recover Premiums Paid.—An agent of the defendant 
company proposed to the plaintiff that he should effect an insurance 
on the life of his mother, who resided with him and acted as his house- 
keeper. The agent, in good faith, represented to the plaintiff that 
the policy would be valid, and in the proposal form the pecuniary 
interest was stated to be ‘‘Son, for funeral expenses.’’ The policy 
was effected, and the son paid premiums for twelve years. He was 
then advised that the policy was void for want of insurable interest. He 
accordingly brought an action in the county court against the 
defendant company to recover the premiums paid. The county court 
judge held that the fact that the plaintiff would morally be bound to 
pay for his mother’s funeral (his father being destitute) gave rise to 
a sufficient pecuniary interest to satisfy the Life Assurance Act, 
1774; but that if he was wrong in this, then the plaintiff 
could not recover, as the parties were in pari delicto. On 
appeal from this decision, the Divisional Court overruled the 
county court inteoen both points. In the judgment of the court 
igation on the plaintiff to bear the expenses of his 


































the moral ob 
mother’s funeral did not give the plaintiff an insurable interest 
in her life; and in the second place, the judges held that the parties 
were not in pari delicto; for, although the agent was mistaken and 
acted in good faith, he was 4 person who ought to be presumed to 
have a peculiar knowledge of insurance law. He had pressed the 
plaintiff to effect the policy, and it was reasonabie on the plaintiff's 
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t to rely on the agent’s representation. The rule that money paid 
under a mistake of law cannot be recovered only applies to ignorance 
ofa general rule of law, it does not apply where one party, being 
ignorant of some particular provision of the law, relies reasonably on 
knowledge of that branch of the law which the other party ought to 

ss. The plaintiff was held to be entitled to recover the premiums 
yaid.—HARsE v, PEARL Lire Assurance Co. (1903, 2 K. B. 92). 








New Orders, &c. 


Rules of the Supreme Court (July), 1903. 
OrvDER III. RvteE 9. 


1. Lilel.] Ta actions for libel the indorsement on the writ shall 
state sufficient particulars to indemnify the publications in respect of 
which the action is brought, and the Form given in Appendix A., 
Part III., Section IV., under the title ‘‘ Defamation,” namely, the 
words ‘“‘ The plaintiff's claim is for damages for libel,” shall be 
mended by adding the words “‘ contained in (state su ficient particulars 
to identify the publications).” 

2. Summons cut «f juriadiction.| Order XI., Rule 7, is hereby 
annulled, and the following Rule is substituted therefor :— 


ORDER XI. RULE 7. 


7. Where leave is given under Rules 1 and 6 of this Order to serve 
notice of a writ of summons out of the jurisdiction, such notice shall, 
subject to Rule 8 of this Order, be served in the manner in which 
writs of summons are served. 

3. The following Rule shall be added to Order XI. :— 

OrvER XI. RULE 8. 

8. Service abroad.| Where leave is given to serve notice of a writ of 
summons in any foreign country to which this Rule may by order of 
the Lord Chancellor from time to time be applied, the following pro- 
cedure shall be adopted :— 

(1.) The notice to be served shall be sealed with the seal of the 
Supreme Court for use out of the Jurisdiction, and shall 
be transmitted to His Majesty’s Principal Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs by the President of the Division, 
together with a copy thereof translated into the language of 
the country in which service is to be effected, and with 
a request for the further transmission of the same to the 
Government of the country in which leave to serve notice 
of the writ has been given. Such request shall be in Form 
numbered I. in the schedule to these Rules, which may be 
cited as Form No. 10a, Appendix A., Part I., with such 
variations as circumstances may require. 

(2.) The party bespeaking a copy notice of writ for service under 
this Rule shall, at the time of bespeaking the same, file a 
precipe in Form numbered II. in the Schedule to these 
ey which may be cited as Form No. 10B, Appendix A., 
art I. 

An official certificate,.or declaration upon oath, or other- 
wise, transmitted through the diplomatic channel by the 
Government or Court of a foreign country to which this 
Rule applies, to the English Court, shall, provided that it 
certifies or declares the notice of the writ to have been 
personally served, or to have been duly served upon the 
defendant in accordance with the law of such foreign 
country, or words to that effect, be deemed to be sufficient 
proof of such service, and shall be filed of record as, and 
be equivalent to an affidavit of service within the require- 
ments of these Rules in that behalf. 
) Where an official certificate or declaration, transmitted to 
the English Court in manner provided in the last preceding 
section of this Rule, certifies or declares that efforts to 
serve a notice of writ have been without effect, the Court 
or a Judge may, upon the ex parte application of the 
plaintiff, order that the plaintiff be at liberty to bespeak 

& request for substituted service of such notice. Such 
.order shall be in Form numbered IV. in the Schedule 

to these Rules, which may be cited as Form No. 20a, 

Appendix K, with such variations as circumstances may 

require, 
(5.) A request for substituted service of a notice of writ 

under this Rule may be bespoken by the plaintiff at the 
department where writs of summons are issued, upon 
filing a preecipe in Form numbered II. in the Schedule to these 
Rules, and the notice of writ and copy of the same, and the 
order shall be sealed and transmitted to the Foreign Office in 
manner aforesaid together with a request in Form numbered 
III. in the Schedule to these Rules, which may be cited as 
Form No. 170, Appendix A., Part I., with such variations as 


OrvDER XXII. Rvte 17. 


4. Colonial Stocks.] Order XXII., Rule 17, shall be read as if after 
the} words ‘‘ Stocks of Colonial Governments guaranteed by the 
Imperial Government” the following words were inserted: ‘‘ or in 
respect of which the provisions of the Colonial Stock Act, 1900, and 
of Section 2 (2) of the Trustee Act, 1893, are for the time being com~ 
plied with,” and as if India two-and-a-half per cent. stock were 
included therein. 

ORDER XXXVI. RULE 11. 


5. Order XXXVI., Rule 11, shall be annulled, and the following 

Rule shall be substituted therefor :— 

11. Notice of trial.] Notice of trial may be given in any cause or 
matter by the plaintiff or other party in the position of plaint:ff. 
Such notice may be given with the reply (if any) whether it 
closes the pleadings or not; or, in other than Admiralty 
actions, where no order for a reply has been made under 
Order XXTII., Rule 1, on the expiration of four days after the 
defence, or the last of the defences shall have been delivered ; 
or at any time after the issues of fact are ready for trial. 


OrDER XXXVI. RUwLE 12. 

6. Time for notice.] Order XXXVI., Rule 12, shall be read :s if 
instead of the words ‘“‘the close of the pleadings’’ the words ‘‘ the 
time when he first becomes entitled to give notice of trial under the 
last preceding Rule ”’ were inserted therein, 

OrDER XXXVII, RULE 54. 
7. Foreign Tribunals. LEvidence.| The following Rules shall be 
added to Order XX XVII. :— 

VI. Obtaining Evidence for Foreign Tribunals (19 & 20 Vict. c. 

113; 33 & 34 Vict. c. 52, 8. 24). 

54. Where under the Foreign Tribunals Evidence Act, 1856, or the 
Extradition Act, 1870, section 24, any civil or commercial matter, or 
any criminal matter, is pending before a Court or Tribunal of a 
Foreign Country and it is made to appear to the Court or a Judge, by 
Commission Rogatoire, or Letter of Request, or other evidence as 
hereinafter provided, that such Court or Tribunal is desirous of 
obtaining the testimony in relation to such matter of any witness or 
witnesses within the jurisdiction, the Court. or a Judge may on the 
ex parte application of any person shown to be duly authorized 
to make the application on behalf of such Foreign Court or Tribunzl, 
and on production of the Commission Rogatoire, or Letter of Request, 
or of a certificate signed in the manner, and certifying to the effect 
mentioned in Section 2 of the Foreign Tribunals Evidence Act, 1856, 
or such other evidence as the Court or a Judge may require, make 
such order or orders as may be necessary to give effect to the intention 
of the Acts above mentioned in conformity with section 1 of the said 
Foreign Tribunals Evidence Act, 1856. 

55. An order made under the last preceding Rule shall be in Form 
numbered V. in the Schedule to these Rules, which may be cited as 
Form No. 73, Appendix K, with such variations as circumstances may 
require. 

56. The examination may be ordered to be taken before any fit and 
proper person nominated by the person applying, or before one of the 
Examiners of the Court, or such other qualified person, as to the 
Court or a Judge may seem fit. 

57. Unless otherwise provided in the order for examination, the 
Examiner before whom the examination is taken shall, on its com- 
pletion, forward the same to the Senior Master of the Supreme Court 
and on receipt thereof the Senior Master for the time being in 
attendance, shall append thereto a certificate, in Form numbered VI. 
in the Schedule to these Rules, which may be cited as Form No. 74, 
Appendix K, with such variations as circumstances may require,-duly 
sealed with the seal of the Supreme Court for use out of the jurisdic- 
tion, and shall forward the depositions so certified, and the Com- 
mission Rogatoire or Letter of Request, if any, to His Majesty's 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs for transmission to the Foreign 
Court or Tribunal requiring the same. 

58. An order made under Rule 54 of this Order may, if the Court 
or a Judge shall think fit, direct the said examination to be taken in 
such manner as may be requested by the Commission Rogatoire or 
Letter of Request from the Foreign Court, or therein signified to be 
in accordance with the practice or requirements of such Court or 
Tribunal, or which may, for the same reason, be requested by the 
applicant for such Order. But in the absence of any such special 
directions being given in the Order for examination the same shall be 
taken in the manner prescribed in Part II. of this Order, and where 
such examination is ordered to be taken before one of the examiners 
of the Court, the Rules in Part V. of this Order shall apply to such 
examination. 


59. Rules 54 to 58 of this Order shall apply as far as may be to 


applications under the Evidence by Commission Act, 1859 (22 Viet. ¢. 
20) for the purpose of giving effect to any Commission or Letter of 





circumstances may require, 


Request from any British Tribunal out of the jurisdiction; except 
Sd 
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that.in such cases the d@positions certified as above provided, and 
Letter of Request, if amy, shall be forwarded by the Senior 
Master to His Majesty’s Secretary of State for the Colonies, or, in the 
case of a Letter of Request from Judge of an Indian Court, direct to 
such Judge. 
OrvER LXI. Rutz Is. 
8. Masters of the Supreme Court.] The Chancery Taxing-Masters 
transferred to the Central Office by virtue of Rule 2 of the Rules of 
the Supreme Court of January, 1902, and all persons appointed as 
Taxing-Masters of the Supreme Court, hereinafter called Masters of 
the Supreme Court (Taxing Office), shall be Masters of the Supreme 
Court. 


The Masters of the Supreme Court Taxing Office shall have 
power and jurisdiction to tax and settle all costs, charges, and 
expenses taxed in the Central Office, or directed by any statute to be 
taxed or settled by a Master of the Supreme Court, or by any Master 
as the prescribed authority for any such taxation. 

The Supreme Court Taxing Office shall be under the control and 
superintendence of the Masters of the Supreme Court Taxing Office, 
and they shall perform the duties thereof, but save and except 
the taxation of costs and all duties incidental thereto or consequent 
thereon the Masters of the Supreme Court Taxing Office shall not 
perform any other duties hitherto performed by Masters of the 
Supreme Court. 

OrDER LXV. RULE 26<, 

9. Non-contentious costs.] Orders for delivery of bills of costs by 
solicitors and for taxation of such bills may be made by the Court or 
a Judge in any Division of the High Court, notwithstanding that 
such bills relate to non-contentious proceedings. 


OrDER LXVII. RvtLzE 2a. 

10. Service by post.] Order LXVII., Rule 2, shall be read as if 
the following words were added thereto: ‘‘or if posted in a prepaid 
registered envelope containing the document required to be served 
addressed to the person to be served at such address for service as 
aforesaid; provided that where service under this Rule is made by 

istered post, the time at which the document so posted would be 
delivered in the ordinary course of post shall be considered as the time 
of service thereof. 

11. O:tation.] These Rules shall come into operation on the 24th 
of October, 1903. They may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme 
Court (July), 1903, and each Rule may be cited separately according 
to the heading thereof with reference to the Rules of the Supreme 
Court, 1883. 

July 14, 1903. 

(Signed) Hatssvry, C. 
ALVERSTONE, C.J. 
R Henn Corts, M.R. 
F. H. JEuneE, P. 
R. VAUGHAN WILLiAMs, L.J. 
ARTHUR KEKEWICH, J. 
A. M. CHANNELL, J. 
R. J. PARKER. 
SCHEDULE OF FORMS. 
I 


Form No. 104., APPENDIX A., Part I. 

The President of the Division of the 
High Court of Justice presents his compliments to His 
Majesty’s Principal Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
and begs to enclose a notice of a writ of summons issued 
in an action of veTBUus 


after such substituted service within which to 
appearance. 


——H_ 





summons in this action be transmitted through the 
proper channel to (a) for service (or 
substituted service) on the defendant (naming him) 

at (d) or elsewhere in 
( 


a : 

And I (or we) hereby personally undertake to be 
responsible for all expenses incurred by His Majesty’s 
Principal Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs in 
respect of the service hereby requested, and on receiving 
due notification of the amount of such expenses I (or we) 


(a) Name of 
country, 

b) Address oj 
defendant, ‘ 


| undertake to pay the same to the Chief Clerk at the 


Foreign Office, and to produce the receipt for such pay- 
ment to the proper officer of the High Court. 
Dated, &c. 
(Signature of Solicitor.) 


III. 
Form No. 10c., APPENDIX A., Parr I. 

The President of the Division of the 
High Court of Justice presents his compliments to His 
Majesty’s Principal Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
and begs to enclose a notice of a writ of summons in the 
case of versus in which the 
plaintiff has obtained an order of the English High Court 
(which is also enclosed) giving leave to bespeak a request 
that the said notice of writ may be served by substituted 
service on the defendant at 
in the (a) (2) Name f 

The President requests that the said notice of writ and country. 
order may be forwarded to the proper authority in (a) 
with the request that the same may be transmitted by 
post addressed to the defendant at (a) 

‘the last known place of abode or the place of business) 
of the said defendant, or there delivered in such manner 
as may be consistent with the usage or practice of the 
Courts of (a) for service of legal process 
where personal service cannot be effected; and with the 
further request that the same may be officially certified 
to the English Court or declared upon oath, or otherwise, 
in such manner as is consistent with the practice of the 
Courts of the (/) in proving service of 
legal prccess. 

rY.. 
Form No, 204., APPENDIX K. 
(Heading as in Form No. 1.) 

Upon reading the (certificate, declaration, or, as the case 
may be, describing the same), 

It is ordered that the plaintiff be at liberty to bespeak 
a request for substituted service of notice of the writ of 


summons herein on the defendant at 
or elsewhere in tle (a) (a) Name of 
and that the said defendant have days country. 


enter 


V 
Form No. 73, APPENDIX K. 


ORDER under the Foreign Tribunals Evidence Act, 1856. 


sees to order, out of the High Court of Justice in 
ngland for transmission to the Ministry of Foreign 


In THE Hicu Court or Justice, ENGLAND. 
(a Master in Chambers, 


(a) al ! Affairs in (a) with the request that the In the matter of Foieign Tribunals Evidence Act, agg ‘ 
pr aoe ‘44 same may be served personally upon (b) 1856 (19 & 20 Vict. c. 113). 
Germany.” against whom proceedings have been taken in the And in the matter of a (Civil or Commercial or 5) poser 
- * . ‘ > “3 = ‘ 2 7 d 8CTIP- 
5) Mame hed English Court, and with the further request that such | Criminal) proceeding now pending before (6) tion of 
a5 aaaeell evidence of the service of the same upon the said | intituled as follows: Foreign 
‘defendant may be officially certified he Englisl BETWEEN (e) Name 
fe nay be otiicially certified to the nglish ETWEEN (c) Name and 
Court, or declared upon oath, or otherwise, in such Plaintiff, description of 
manner as is consistent with the usage or practice of the and rey rl 
(a) in proving service of legal process. Defendant. Diplomati: ' 
The President begs further to request that in the event Upon reading the affidavit (if any) of Agent, or 
f off, Moc of eumiinn nn wohl “ere + | filed tl d t ( Consul of the 
of efforts to effect personal service of the said notice of ed the ay oO 19 , andthe Foreign 
writ proving ineffectual the Government or Court of the | certificate of (<) Country. 
said country be requested to certify the same to the | that proceedings are pending in the (b) - ca 


English Court. 


II. 
Form No. 108., Appenpix A., Parr I. 
Ix THE Hicu Covert or JUSTICE, 19 No. 
DIVISION. 
Between 
Plaintiff, 
and 
Defendant, 


in (d) and that such Court Country. 
is desirous of obtaining the testimony of (e) . \¢) ames of 
° : ° ° itnesses, 
It is ordered that the said witness do attend (/) Name and 
before (/ ) who is hereby dress of 
appeinted examiner herein, at (7) on the {) Place 
day of 19 ,at o'clock, appointed for 
or such other day and time as the said examiner may (*#™iation. 
appoint, and do there submit to be examined upon oath, 


(A) Descrip- 
or affirmation, touching the testimony so required ag ments, if any, 


required to 





I (or we) hereby request that a notice of writ of 





tion of docu- 
aforesaid, and do then and there produce (h) produced. 





Atte 


Dix 


Na 


Ve 








}» 1903, 
———= 


‘a Name of 


country, 






6) Addres 
defendant $ 



















') Name f 
untry 

















Yame of 
try. 
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New Trial Paper.) 
Barrett v. Lovell. Application of plaintiff for judgment or new trial on 
rac appeal from verdict and judgment, at trial before Mr. Justice Bigham 
Majesty’s High Court of Justice pertaining to the and a special jury, Dorchester (set down March 20, 1903). New trial 
examination and cross-examination of witnesses [or as ordered. July 21. 
may be otherwise directed]; and do cause each and every | Worthington & Co. (Limited) ». Pakeman. Application of defendant for 


such witness to sign his or her depositions in his, the judgment or new trial on appl from verdict and judgment, at trial 
before The Lord Chief Justice and a special jury, Middlesex (set down 


July 25. 1903. 


a 








And it is further ordered that the said examiner do 
take down in writing the evidence of the said witness, or 
witnesses, according to the Rules and Practice of His 


said examiner’s, presence; and do sign the depositions 
taken in pursuance of this order, and when so completed March 28, 1903), Allowed ; judgment entered for defendant, with 
do transmit.the same, together with this order, to the costs here and below ; money on deposit to be paid out to defendant, 
Senior Mas‘er, Royal Courts of Justice, Strand, London, July 22. 
for transmission to the President of the said Tribunal [ Appeal Court II. 
desiring the evidence of such witness or witnesses. 
Dated this day of a ie (Por Judgment.) 
- (Final List.) 
- Ae Reais « We Andre v. Blom (sued, &c.). Appeal of defendant from judgment. of Mr, 
Form No. 74, Aprenpix K. Justice Phillimore, without a jury, Middlesex (set down Aug. 29, 1902) 


(c.a.v. July 13). Dismissed with costs. July 17. 
(General List.) 


I, , Master of the Supreme (For Judgment.) 
Court of Judicature in England, hereby certify that the | Wynne Finch v. Chaytor and Others. Appeal of defendants from award 
documents annexed hereto are (1) the original order of of E. Pollock, Esq., Official Referee, and cross-notice by plaintiff, 
the (King's Bench) Division of His Majesty’s High Court Dismissed ; Mr. Justice Farwell to deal with costs. July 20. 
of Justice dated the day of , 19 (Final List.) 
pending | navies o. Curtis & Harvey (Limited). Appeal or plaintiffs from judgment 


CERTIFICATE under the Foreign Tribunals Evidence Act, 
1856. 


made in the matter of 


in the at in the : , - - ; ~ 
: , like . . f Mr. Justice Walton, without a jury, Middlesex (set down Nov. 20 
of directing the examination of certain wit- aE “eae ny ; , 

nesses to be taken before ; : , and om. Sieanteny wih costs. July S. 4 dal 
(2) the examination and depositions taken by the said | In re The Taxation of Costs and In re J. W. Browne, a Solicitor, &c. 
pursuant to the said order, and pn sag J. ee ae from oe of Mr. Justice Darling (set 

duly signed and completed by him on the day of cowe Hes, 26, 1902). Dismissed with costs. July * 
ee Yeatman +. Mitchell and Hughes. Appeal of plaintiff in person from 
Dated this day of 7. a judgment of Mr. Justice Ridley, without a jury, Middlesex (set down 
Dec. 3, 1902). Dismissed with costs on opening. July 21. 





Cunard Steamship Co. (Limited) #. Marten. Appeal of plaintiffs from 
judgment of Mr. Justice Walton, without a jury, Middlesex (set down 








Result of Appeals. Oct. 31, 1902). Dismissed with costs. July 21. 
Hous f Lords (Interlocutory List.) 
ier: ae | In re Allsopp & Sons (Limited and reduced). In re Companies Acts, 1867 


Dawson and Others rv. Smart and Others. Considered ; interlocutor appealed | and 1877. Appeal of the company from order of Mr. Justice Buckley 


from affirmed and appeal dismissed with costs. July 20. (set down July 8, 1903) from No 68 Final List—by order. Allowed ; 


Kingswell Steamship Co. (Limited) v. Marten. Heard for appellants ; | costs waived. July 22. 
counsel appearing for respondent, but not called on. Order appealed | Probate.—Darby and Blyth v. Ashby Darby. Appeal of defendant from 
r order of The President (set down July 15, 1903). Settled by arrange- 


from affirmed and appeal dismissed with costs. July 20. ‘ : 
London and North-Western Railway Co. v. Earl of Portsmouth and | ment, without costs. July 22. 

Another. Heard for appellants ; counsel appearing for respondents, | Hoole v. Bray. Appeal of from order of Mr. Justice Joyce (by order)* 

but not called on. Order appealed from affirmed and appeal dismissed | Withdrawn by consent. July 22. 

with costs. July 20. | (Final List.) 


| 
Appeal Court I. | De Hart (trading &c.) v. The Compania Anonima, &c, Appeal of defend- 
New Trial Paper.) ants from judgment of Mr. Justice Kennedy, without a jury, Middle- 
(New Trial Paper. sex (set down Nov, 6, 1902). Dismissed with costs. July 23 


Attorney-General, at the relation, &c. v. Lord Delamere. Application of [Complied by Mr. Arraur F. Cuarrtx, Shorthand Writer.) 


plaintiffs for judgment or new trial on appeal from verdict and judg- 
ment, at trial before Mr. Justice Phillimore and a special jury, 
Chester (set down April 1, 1903). Dismissed with costs. July 17. 


(Interlocutory List.) Cases of the Week. 








Dixon v. The Ito Syndicate (Limited). Appeal of defendants from order 
of Mr. Justice Walton (set down June 24, 1903). Allowed with peal 
costs. July 18, : Court of Ap i. 
HOARE & CO. v. MORSHEAD. No. 1. 20th July. 


Original Motion.) 
Nadel». Martin. Application of defendants for leave to adduce fresh | Pxactrice—Orpvex 14—Leave ro Derenp on Grvine Secvrrry ro Tae Satrs- 
evidence at hearing of appeal No. 49, K. B. Final List. Dismissed racTioN OF Mastrr—Appral From Decision or Master on QvuEstTroN 
or Surricrency—Persona Deste@nata. 


with costs, July 20. 
(Interlocutory List.) This was an appeal from an order of Walton, J. The action was brought 
Hoare & Co, e. Walter Morshead. Appeal of defendant from order of | to recover a liquidated sum, On an application under order 14, Phillimore, 
Mr. Justice Walton (set down July 30, 1903). Same v. Walter | J., made an order that the defendant should have leave to defend on 
Morshead and Others. Appeal of defendant Morshead from order of | giving security to the satisfaction of the master. The master found that 
the security tendered by the defendant was not sufficient, and made an 





Mr. Justice Walton (set down July 30, 1903). Dismissed with costs. ‘ 
July 20, order giving the plaintiffs leave to sign final ju t. The defendant 
appealed from this order to Walton, J., who re to review the finding 


Akteselkabet K. Weibusts Kloendenhaudel . Laventhal. Appeal of ‘sagt : ; 
defendant from order of Mr. Justice Phillimore (set leon, valy 2, | of the rege “ ph pment the eo: and a — 
1903), Allowed ; costs to be defendants on counterclaim. July 20. — } oxefe ‘a —- onthe a Pon! pers = 

Ratan, Widtitien & Ca. «. The cing? a S ; Zt part of the lefendant in support of the appeal that the learn judge ought 

mith, eMillan & Co, v. The Mayor, &c., of Southend-on-Sea. | to have heard the defendant's case as to the sufficiency of the security and 
Appeal of plaintiffs from order of Mr. Justice Phillimore (set down | to have reviewed the decision of the master. The previous order of 
July 4, 1903). Dismissed with costs. July 20. Phillimore, J., that the defendant should give security to the satis- 

Horvath e. Darracq and Others. Appeal of plaintiff from order of Mr, | faction of the master meant to the satisfaction of the. master 
Justice Darling (set down July 8, 1903), Allowed with costs, | #8 master, and not as a persona designata, By ord. 54, r. 12, a master 
July 20, . had, with —_— —— . precoen dhe judge — 

J. ‘a : chambers ; and by rule 21 an appeal Jay from an er or decision of a 

ate Risto tw aud Another, Appeal of Drury Freeman from order | master to the judge at chambers. ‘The order of Phillimore, J., could not 
ent, July ee ee ee Y)- Hhdrawn DY Con- | pave been intended to deprive the court of the power of controlliag its own 
» vuly 20. officer. On the part of the plaintiffs it was contended that by the order of 

Boulton and Others v. Houlder Brothers & Co. and Others. A ypeal of | Phillimore, J,, the master was designated as the person who was to exer- 
plaintiffs from order of Mr. Justice Walton (set down July 14, 1908), | cise his judgment on the question whether the security tendered was 

Allowed with costa. July 21, sufficient or not, and that no appeal lay to the judge from his decision on 
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that question. The original order was rightly made under the terms of 
ord. 14, r. 6, which provided that leave to defend might be given uncon- 
ditionally, or subject to such terms as to giving security or time or mode 
of trial or otherwise as the judge might think fit. The following cases 
were cited: Owen v. London and North-Western Railway Co. (L. R. 3 
Q. B. 54), and Sandback Charity Trustecs v. North Staffordshire Railway Co. 
(3 Q. B. D. 1). 
* Tue Covrr (Matnew and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 
The order that the defendant should give security to the satisfaction of 
the master was in common form; and the practice was that the 
decision of the master on the question of the sufficiency of the security 
could not be reviewed on appeal.—CovnseL, Witt, K.C., and Pollard ; 
Loehnis. Sortcrrors, B. W. Kemp; Tylee & Co. 

[Reported by F. G. Rucker, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


ORMSKIRK UNION +. CHORLTON UNION. No. 2. 


Poor Law—SetrLeMent—IRREMOVARILITY—PATIENT 
Law Rewovat Act, 1846 (9 € 10 Vict. c. 66), s. 1 
Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vicr. c. 61), s. 34. 


This was an appeal from a decision of a Divisional Court consisting of 
Lord Alverstone, C.J., and Wills and Channell, JJ. (reported 51 W. R. 
190; 1903, 1 K. B. 19). The case came before the Divisional Court upon 
a special case stated by consent and by order of Bucknill, J., in pursuance 
of 12 & 13 Vict. c. 45, s. 11, and it raised a question as to the meaning of 
the word ‘‘ hospital ’’ in relation to settlement for the purposes of the poor 
law. The following facts appeared from the case stated: On the 10th of 
January, 1902, the respondents, the Chorlton Guardians, obtained an 
order of two justices for Manchester adjudging the settlement of a pauper 
named Harold Coxon to be in the township of Maghull in the Ormskirk 
Union, and the appellants, the Ormskirk Guardians, gave notice of appeal 
to quarter sessions. Coxon is about twenty-four years of age, and was 
ad nitted as a patient into an institution called the Home for Epileptics at 
Ma zhull on the 4th of April, 1893, suffering from epilepsy, for the purpose 
of receiving care and treatment: aud he remained continuously in the 
institution till the 8th of January, 1902, when he was discharged 
as incurable. Thereupon he became an inmate of the respondents’ 
workhouse. While Coxon was in the home his relatives paid 7s. 6d. 
a week for his maintenance and treatment. He never resided in 
the Ormskirk Union for any period during which he could acquire 
a settlement except during the period and for the purposes already 
me itioned. The home was established in 1888 by Henry Cox, deceased, 
of Liverpool, and was partially endowed by him with the sum of £2,000. 
It consists of buildings, farm buildings, and five acres of land farmed by 
the committee which governs the home. It is supported by donations, 
annual subscriptions, and payments made on behalf of patients, and its 
object is the care and treatment of persons suffering from epilepsy. The 
home is situated at Maghull, a village about seven miles from Liverpool, 
this site having been chosen so as to permit the patients to have hospital 
treatment in combination with healthy outdoor life, regular habits, and 
sui‘able employment and recreation. There is attached to the home a 
medical staff of six physicians and surgeons, a dental surgeon, a lady 
superintendent, three matrons, and twelve nurses. The number of 
patients on the 31st of December, 1901, was 123. The committee publish 
an annual report and balance-sheet containing the rulesof the home. The 
laat balance-sheet shewed that £317 came from eleemosynary contribu- 
tions and £5,000 from payments in respect of inmates. ‘The appellants 
asserted and the respondents denied that the home ‘was a hospital within 
the meaning of 9 & 10 Vict. c. 66, s. 1, and that during the time Coxon 
resided in the home he was confined as a patient in a hospital. The 
question for the eourt was whether Coxon acquired a legal settlement in 
the township of Maghuil under the provisions of 9 & 10 Vict. c. 66, s. 1, 
and 39 & 40 Vict. c. 61, s. 34, by reason of his continuous residence for 
three consecutive years and upwards in the home. The former section 
pr svides that no person shall be removed from any parish in which he 
ehall have resided for five years next before the application for a warrant 
of removal, provided that the time during which he shall reside as a 

ient in a hospital shall be excluded in the computation of the time. 

e latter section provides that where any person shall have resiJed for 
three years in any parish in such manner as would in accordance with the 
«tatutes render him irremovable he shall be deemed to be settled therein 
until he shall acquire a settlement in some other parish. The Divisional 
Court were of opinion that it would be drawing too narrow a distinction 
to say that the mere fact that payments were made by patients was suffi- 
Gent to prevent an institution of the kind in question from being a 
hospital within the meaning of section 1 of the Poor Removal Act, 1846 
(9 & 10 Vict. c. 66); and that in legislation of this nature too narrow a 
construction ought not to be put upon the word “‘ hospital.’’ For those 
reasons the court thought that there were no grounds for the removal of 
this pauper to the Ormskirk Union, and therefore allowed the appeal. The 
Choriton Union appealed. 

Tur Cover (Vavonuas 
missed the appeal. 

Vavonax Wiusiams, L.J.—In th’s case I am of opinion that the decision 
of the Divisional Court was right. That decision turns on section 1 of the 
Poor Kemoval Act, 1546, and the question which we have to decide is 
whether Coxon lias been residing in a hospital in such a way that his 
residence there comes within the proviso in that section and is “ for all 
purposes to be excluded in the computation of time” for acquiring a 
wert ent. The question has been put in both ways. In the court below 
it was put upon the character of the house; while here it was put upon 
the character of Coxon’s residence, 1 have no doubt that this house is a 
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Wiss, Rouen, and Srimuiumc, L.JJ.) dis- 


we 
‘“home,”’ but it is a house in the country where epileptic patients ate 
taken in for the express purpose of obtaining hospital treatment, combj 
with such possibilities of outdoor life as are calculated to make the 
medical treatment more effective. I cannot conceive that such a places 
not a hospital. Then it is said that if you take the facts of this case, iti, 
a possible conclusion that Coxon was not living in the house for 
purpose of being treated for epilepsy, but that being there he found ita 
convenient residence. I cannot accept that view. In my opinion the 
decision of the Divisional Court is right and the appeal must be dismissed, 
Romer and Srmuine, L.JJ., agreed.—CounseL, Cunninghim Glen and 
Moresby White ; Maemorran, K.C., and Clavell Salter. Sowicrroxs, Gibwon 4 
Weldon, for T. H. Wild, Manchester ; Roweliffes, Rawle, § Co., for Alfng 
Dickinson, Ormskirk. 
[Reported by J. I. Srirtinc, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ] 


FORMBY v. BARKER. No.2. 13th and 15th June; 14th July, 


Restrictive Covenant—Covenant Running wita tHe Lanp—No Layp 
ReratineD BY CovENANTEE—BreAcH AFTER Deatu 
Ricut or Executor To Sve. 


Appeal from a decision of Hall, V.C., of the County Palatine of Lancaster, 
By a deed dated the 27th of July, 1868, R. H. Formby conveyed certajy 
land at Formby, in the county of Lancashire, to the Mutual Land (, 
(Limited), their successors and assigns, in fee simple. The deed, whic 
comprised the whole of the land belonging to R. H. Formby in the 
neighbourhood, contained a covenant by the company, for themselves, 
their successors and assigns, with R. H. Formby, his heirs, executors, and 
administrators, that they would not erect or build on the part of the lang 
coloured pink in thé plan annexed to the deed “ any beerhouse or chop or 
any hotel of less annual value than £50.’ The defendant was an assign 
from the land company of the land coloured pink, which he had purchased 
with notice of the restrictive covenant. The plaintiff was the widow of 
R. H. Formby, who had by his will given and bequeathed all his property 
to her. She was also administratrix with the will annexed. In 1902 the 
defendant proceeded to erect on the land in question two ordinary shops 
unconnected with the sale of beer. The plaintiff thereupon commenced 
this action to restrain the defendant from erecting the shops. Hall, V.C,, 
held that the erection of a shop other than a beershop was not a breach of 
the covenant, and was alsoof opinion that, even if there had been a breach, 
the plaintiff could not maintain the action. The plaintiff appealed. It 
was argued on her behalf that, it not being contrary to public policy, it 
was only just and fair that, when a man had been paid for not doing certain 
acts, he should refrain from doing those acts; further, that the legal 
personal representative of the covenantee stood in the same position as the 
covenantee. 

Tue Covrr (VavcHan Witiiims, Romer, and Srieiine, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the appeal. 

Vaucuan Wiuutrams, L.J.—I agree with the Vice-Chancellor as to the 
construction of the covenant. But I think it right to deal also with the 
other point. It must be remembered that Formby conveyed his whole 
estate, and had no contiguous estate which could be benefited by the 
covenant. The question, therefore, is whether the principle of Zulk ¥. 
Moxhay (1848, 2 Ph. 774) applies to a case in which a covenantee has sold 
his whole estate. I have not been able to find any case in which after the 
sale of the whole of an estate the benefit of a restrictive covenaut has been 
enforced against an assign of the purchaser at the instance of a plaintiff 
having no land retained by the vendor. In my opinion, the covenant in 
the present case is merely personal and collateral. It is a covenant the 
benefit of which does not pass to the heirs of the vendor, notwithstanding 
that it is expressed to be entered into with Formby, his heirs, executors, 
and administrators. Nor, again, can the benefit of such a covenant be 
devised. The view I take agrees with that of Jessel, M.R., in London and 
South-Western Railway Co. vy. Gomm (1882, 30 W. R, 321, 20 Ch. D. 526), 
and is not inconsistent with that of Knight-Bruce, L.J., in de Mattosy. 
Gibson (1858, 4 De G. & J. 276) and of Lord Cairns in Du herty v. Allman 
(1878, 26 W. R. 513, 3 App. Cas. 709). 

Romer, L.J.—I agree that we ought not in this case to differ from the 
view taken by the Vice-Chancellor as to the true construction of the 
covenant in question. I also agree in thinking that in this case even if 
there had been a breach of the covenant the executors of the covenantes 
are not entitled to an injunction. If restrictive covenants are entered 
into with a covenantee, not in respect of or concerning any ascertainable 
property belonging to the covenantee or in which he is interested, then the 
covenant must be regarded, so far as he is concerned, as a personal 
covenant—that is to say, as one obtained by him for some personal purpose 
or object. It appears to me that it is not legally permissible for him to 
assign the behefit of such a covenant to any person or persons he may 
choose, so as to place the assign or assigns in his position, with power 
again for them to assign, and so on indefinitely. Clearly at law sucha 
right or power of assigning does not exist, and in equity up to the present 
time no such right has been recognized. To admit a right to obtain an 
injunction in such a case in any assign would De to extend the principle 
recognized in Tulk v, Moxhay far beyond what is, in my opinion, justifiable. 
And for the purposes of the present case the executors can only be regarded, 
and can only be entitled (if at all) to any relief, in the capacity of assigns 
of the covenant, for the alleged breach of the covenant relied on took place 
after the death of the covenantee. I think, therefore, that on this ground 
also the appeal fails. 

Sriniine, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect, Counsrl, 
Neville, K.C., and F. M. Preston; Astbury, K.C., and W. Divon MacConkay, 
Bonscrrons, Priteh wd, Englefield, & Co,, tor Simpson, Norton, & Co., Livet 
pool ; Chester § Co., for Alfred Stephenson, Liverpool, 
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[Reported by BR. R. Cameness, Eaq., Barriater-at-Law. | 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 
pESTLIN. PRICHARD v. THOMAS. Kekewich, J. 8th and 9th July. 


(Qsagrry CHARITABLE Bravrst—‘‘ Home or Restr’’ ror Lavy Tracners— 
Meanine or “‘ Poor ’’—Srarvte 43 Exiz. c. 4. 


This was a summons to determine whether a bequest for the support of 
ahome of rest for lady teachers on the terms that each lady using the 
home should pay 10s. a week for board and lodging, was a valid charitable 
pequest. By her will made in 1900 the testatrix gave a sum of £6,000 
increased by codicil to £7,000) and certain leasehold houses in Clifton to 
pe dealt with as directed by a letter to her trustees, and if such directions 
were found impracticable, then over. The letter in question, after giving 
jife interests in the fund and houses, continued as follows: ‘‘ After their 
death (i.¢., the life tenants) four bedrooms and one sitting-room are to be 

ged by Mrs. T. for the reception of lady teachers in need of rest. 
The household to be managed by Mrs. and Miss T., who shall decide 
between applicants if the number shall exceed the vacancies, with power 
tp veto any applicant not in their opinion eligible or desirable. Each lady 
to pay 10s. weekly for board and lodging, two months the extent of 
time for any one lady, with discretion to Mrs. and Miss T. in 
case of severe illness of any lady to extend the period for a 
short time, and also power in case of infectious disease or other 
emergency to terminate that lady’s residence promptly. The hours of 
meals to be adhered to and the house locked up at 10.30 p.m. Mrs. T. is 
ty suggest her successor to the trustees, whose consent will be required for 
the appointment.”” Then followed other clauses not material, and the letter 
was duly signed and dated. The testatrix died on the 14th of November, 
1902. ‘The summons was taken out to decide several points, but the only 
point calling for notice was whether the provisions of the will and letter 
constituted a valid charitable bequest. It was probable that the estate 
would be insufficient to pay legacies in full. It was argued for the pecuniary 
legatees that, there being a payment of 10s, a week required from the persons 
intended to be benefited, the gift could not be said to be a ‘‘ charitable ”’ 
gift within the statute of Elizabeth (43 Eliz. c. 4), that the gift absolutely 
excluded the ‘‘ poor”’ from participation in the sense in which ‘ poor’? is 
used for charitable purposes, it excluded the ‘‘ absolutely indigent.”” The 
following cases were cited: Attorney-General v. Duke of Northumberland 
(i Ch. D. 749), Macduff v. Macduff (1896, 2 Ch. 451), Commissioners for 
Special Purposes of the Income Tax v. Pemsel (1891, A. C. 531), Re Clarke 
(1901, 2 Ch. 110), Re Sutton (1901, 2 Ch. 640), Re Wall, Pomeroy v. 
Willway (42 Ch. D. 510), and Re Douglas, Obert v. Barrow (35 Ch. D. 
472). 
Kexewicn, J., in giving judgment, said he had no doubt this was a good 
charitable bequest ; it was not meant to exclude the poor if they could pay 
10s, a week ; although his lordship derived no assistance from the use of 
the word “‘lady,”’ yet he thought a good deal was obtained from the use 
of the word “‘home,”’ and still more from the Words lower down, ‘“‘ lady 
teachers in need of rest.’”” They must be persons who needed rest, mental 
or bodily, in order to enable them to pursue their ordinary avocations. It 
was for the public benefit that there should be lady teachers for the young 
and that they should be well and vigorous in mind and body; it was 
therefore for the public benefit that there should be places where they 
could go to recuperate when in need of rest for a time sufficient to reinstate 
them. Whether this case was covered or not by any other case, yet it was 
certainly within the principle of the cases, and it was no extension of that 
principle to say that to found a home of rest was charitable not only in the 
vulgar and popular sense, but also within the statute of Elizabeth.— 
CovnseL, Stewart Smith, K.C., and G. Cave; Warrington, K.C., and Jolly ; 
G. Lawrence ; P. O. Lawrence, K.C., and £. Chitty ; R. J. Parker, Rolt, and 
Iuzmoore. Soricrrons, Elliott § Crawley ; Meredith, Roberts, § Co. ; Henderson 
§ Sons ; Solicitor to the Treasury. 

[Reportel by Aan C. Nessirr, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. } 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


FERRAND v. BINGLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL. Div. 
2nd July. 

Hisuway—Rares—Lianuary Rarione Tenur®—Crssation or Exemption 

~Evivence Nor Forracomrmc Tuat ry 1835 Prepecessor ry Tiree was 

Lrcanty Exemer ’—Hicuway Act, 1835, s. 33—Puntic Heraurn 

Act, 1875, ss. 210, 211. 

Appeal by the Bingley Urban District Council from a decision of 
Quarter Sessions for the West Riding of Yorkshire in favour of the present 
tespondent’s contention that he was not liable for the rate attributable 
to the repair of a certain highway. The case set out that a highway 
called the Harden and Cullingworth-road ran through the village 
of Harden and extended outside the actual village 2,070 yards 
m an easterly direction and 1,150 yards in a westerly direction. 
This was the highway in respect of which the question 
Mtoe, There were also within the old highway parish of 
Harden other highways which were repairable by the inhabitants at 

88; the portion of the highway in question within the actual village 
of Harden had also always been, and still was, repaired by the inhabitants 
at large. In 1862 the Bingley township local board was formed, and one 
- the constituent parts of that district was the hamlet of Harden. In 
8M that local board became the Bingley outer urban district, the area 
ning as before, In 1898 the present district of Bingley was duly 
Fieri comprising the above two urban districts and the Wilsden urban 
so es Mr. Ferrand was the owner, but not the occupier, of some of the 

alongside that length of the highway lying within the actual village 


Court, 


of Harden, which was acquired by his predacessors in title in com- 
paratively recent times. He was also the owner of all the land on both 
sides’of the highway outside the actual village of Harden, occupying part 
of such land himself, most of which had been occupied by himself or his 
predecessors continuously from a date long anterior to 1731. On the 17th of 
November, 1902, the council duly made and levied a general rate under 
sections 210, 211 of the Public Health Act, 1875, and a demand was duly 
made from Mr. Ferrand. The cost of repairs of highways was included 
in the rate in accordance with section 216 (i.) of the Act of 1875, inasmnch 
as the whole of the council’s district was rated for works of paving, water 
supply and sewage. Mr. Ferrand appealed on the ground that before the 
passing of the Highway Act, 1835, his predecessors in title were legally 
exempt from the performance of statute duty or from the payment of any 
composition in lieu thereof, or of highway rate by reason that they were 
liable to repair and had repaired, ratione tenure, the highway in question, 
and that therefore he was exempt from payment of so much of the rate as 
was made to defray the cost of repair of the said highway. Upon the 
facts proved by the evidence, Mr. Ferrand asked the court to infer and 
to find as facts that he and his predecessors in title had repaired the 
highway in question outside the actual village from time immemorial, 
and under an obligation ratione tenure; and, further, that such 
part of the general rate as was made to defray the cost of repair 
of highways was still levied by the district council as surveyors of 
highways by virtue of the Highway Act, 1835, and could be dealt with 
separately from the rest of the rate. For the district council it was con- 
tended that there was no evidence that Mr. Ferrand and his predecessors in 
title had repaired the highway from time immemorial or that they did so 
(if at all) under a liability to repair ratione tenure ; that there were no facts 
to shew a “‘ legal exemption ”’ under section 33 of the Highway Act, 1835 ; 
that that section had no application to any part of a general district rate 
inasmuch as no part of a general district rate was imposed under or by 
virtue of the Highway Act, 1835; and that, even if prior to 1835 Mr. 
Ferrand's predecessors were entitled to any ‘‘legal exemption’’ within 
the meaning of section 33, it was incumbent upon him to prove affirmatively 
to what particular lands such ‘legal exemption ’’ attached in the year 
1835, and that he had not attempted to do so. The court of quarter 
sessions allowed Mr. Ferrand’s appeal against the rate, finding as a fact 
that he and his predecessors in title had repaired the highway so far as 
lying outside the actual village of Harden from time immemorial, and that 
the road had been repaired ratione tenure. The district council appealed. 

Tne Cover (Lord Atverstong, C.J., and Wiis and Cranyeit, JJ.) 
held, allowing the appeal, that the respondent having failed to prove 
aflirmatively that at the date of the Highway Act, 1835, his predecessors 
were exempt ratione tenure, he could not claim a ‘* legal exemption ’”’ under 
section 33 since the liability to repair some highway ratione tenure would 
not of itself give rise to an exemption from the payment of highway rates 
as not fulfilling the condition for exémption in section 33 of the Highway 
Act, 1835.—CounseL, Macmorran, K.C., and J. Schofield; A. T. Lawrence, 
K.C., and 7. R. D. Wright. Soxscrrons, Patersons, Sno:c, Bloxam, § Kinder, 
for Mossman, Atkinson, §& Blankley, Bradford4 Church, Prior, Adams, § Co., 
for A. §¢ M. W. Platts, Bingley. 

[Reported by Earsxrye Rep, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


COOPER +. HAWKINS. Div. Court. 15th July. 


Loca Government —Hicuways—Liir or Sprep or Locomottves—Crown 
PreroGcative—Locomotives Acr, 1865 (28 & 29 Vier. c. 83), s. 4 

This was an appeal from the justices of Odiham and raised an important 
point as to whether the Crown was bound by bye-laws made under the 
Locomotives Act, 1865. The following are the facts of the case: The 
appellant is a civilian and has during the last six and a-half years been 
employed by the Secretary of State for War. On the 26th of February, 
1903, about 5.30 p.m., the respondent was driving a locomotive with one 
truck attached along Wellington-avenue, Aldershot, at a greater 
than two miles an hour, contrary to section 4 of the Locomotives Act, 
1865. The locomotive was the property of the Crown, and the appellant 
was driving it in the course of his duty, and on the instructions of his 
superior officer, the coal being required for use that night in the balloon 
factory. An information was then laid against him by the a 
who is an inspector in the Hants Constabulary stationed at Aldershot, 
and the justices convicted the appellant, being of opinion that the statute 
applied to the appellant and the locomotive. On behalf of the appellant 
it was contended that the Crown was not bound by a statute unless it was 
named, or words expressly implying it should be bound were used, and 
that condition was not fulfilled in this case. Counsel cited Aing v. Cooper 
(3'T. R. 46), Willen Berkley (Plowden 233), H-rnsey Urban District Council 
v. Hennell (1902, 2 K. B. 73), @erton Local Board v. The Prison Commissioners 
(unreported). For the respondent it was contended that when an Act (as 
here) was passed for the public benefit and the public safety the Crown 
was bound. Counsel cited Comyn’s Digest, title Parliament (R. 8), Bacon's 
Abridgment, title Prerogative (E. 8). 

Tur Court (Lord Auverstons, C.J., and Waas and Caanxett, JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. 

Lord Axvexsronn, C.J.—On the general question as to when statutes do 
not bind the Crown I have nothing to add to what I said in the Hernary case. 
In that case I tried to shew what authorities were really of importance and 
I do not wish to say that there may be provisions of & public character 
which might bind the Crown, and the difficulty here arises from the fact 
that it has been suggested that the section of the Act which we are con- 
sidering comes under the category of those sections which have been 
enacted for the public safety. T cannot myself so regard it, It is obvious 


that when one is dealing with an Act that gives power to local authorities 
to make bye-laws and limit the speed of these locomotives there are many 





other considerations that apply besides those of the public safety. No 
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question arises in this case of nuisance or of anything unnecessary being 
done by the driver apart from his duty as a servaut of the Crown, using the 
property of the Crown under the direction of the Crown. In order to 
justify the conviction it would have to befound that the dnver drove 
improperly and contrary to his duty, but there is no suggestion here of 
independent action. It is obvious that in the exercise of military duties 
it must be absolutely necessary to drive at a greater speed than that 
allowed by the Act.—Covunset, Sir E. Carson, 8.G.. and Sutton; C. A. 
Russel/, K.C , and G. W. Ricketts. Sowtcrrors, Solicitor to the Treasury ; 
Robbins, Billings, & C»., for Baker, Winchester. 
[Reported by Aan Hosa, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 
R. v. PARKE. 


Ex parte 8. H. DOUGAL. Div. 


bth, 9th, and 17th July. 
Contryet or Court — Jurispictrion 
Inrerior Cocrts— 


Court, 


or Court — Procrrpines 
Power or Hien Covrr to Commit. 

This was a rule nisi calling upon Mr. Ernest Parke to shew cause why 
he should not be committed for contempt in publishing matter that might 
tend to prejudice the trial of S. H. Dougal for forgery, for which Dougal 
was under remand by the justices of Saffron Walden. It appeared that 
on the 19th of March Dougal was charged with forgery, and was remanded 
without any evidence being given. Various articles appeared in the S‘ar 
on dates between the 19th and 27th of March which were to the dis- 
advantage of the prisoner, as, for instance, that an affiliation order had 
been made against him, aud that he had been convicted of forgery. The 
articles tended to shew that he was, apart from the charges, a man of 
dissolute character. For Parke, who shewed cause against the rule, it was 
contended that no cont-mpt had heen committed, as the contempt was 
committed before another court. The prisoner had not been committed, 
and until committal there was nothing pending before the High 
Cuurt. Counsel cited R. v. Armstrong (Times, 9th of May, 1884), Gordon v. 
Jones (Times, 23rd of December, 1884), R. v. Grey (16 Times L. R. 304), In 
the Matter of an Attachment (2 Times L. R. 301),R. v. Tibbits (1902, 1 KK. B.. 
at p. 85). In support of the rule it was contended that the power to commit 
for contempt was always inherent in the court. For the purposes of this 
jurisdiction a proceeding was pending if it was before the magistrates, and 
was an offence that would only be dealt with by this court if committed for 
tr.al. 1t was not usual formerly to publish the earlier stages, which was the 
reason why this point had not arisen before. This court would be neutral- 
izing its power if it allowed people to carry on these practices till the 
prisoner had been committed or a true bill found. Counsel cited Onslow 
end Whalley’s cave (L. R. 9 Q. B., at p. 227), R. v. Payne (44 W. R. 605; 
1896, 1 Q. B., at p. 580), R. v. Tibbits (1902,1 K. B., at p. 85). Cur. adv. 
v ult. 

July 17.—Tne Cover (Lord Atverstone, C.J., and Witts and Cuannent, 
JJ.) overruled the respondent’s contention and fined him £50. 

W135, J., read the judgment of the court, in the course of which, after 
dealing with the facts, he said: It has been argued that the publication of 
articles of the kind in question cannot be treated as contempt of the assize 
court unless the committal has taken place, or a’bill has been found, when 
only, it is urged, there is a case pending in the assize court and when (it is 
also urged) the jurisdiction ought to be exercised by that court. A moment’s 
consideration is sufficient to dispose of that proposition. The reason why 
publication of such articles is treated as contempt is because their tendency, 
and sometimes their object, is to deprive the court of the power of doing 
that which is the end for which it exists—viz., to administer justice duly, 
impartially, and with reference solely to the facts brought before it. 
Their tendency is to reduce the court which has to try the case to 
impotence as far as the effectual elimination of prejudice and prepossession. 
It is difficult to conceive an apter expression of such conduct than that 
conveyed by the expression ‘‘ contempt of court.’”’ What difference can it 
make whether the particular court be at that moment in session or actually 
constituted or not ? It is certain that by law it will and must be constituted, 
and that it alone can take cognizance of the offence which is the subject 
of the preliminary inquiry. The wrong can hardly be the less because 
the purpose or tendency of the act is that the assize court never shall have 
undisturbed power to fulfil its functions. [His lordship then dealt with 
the cases, and proceeded:] Very little assistance can be gathered 
from the cases, but they tell rather against than for the general 
jurisdiction of this court to protect inferior courts from attacks 
of this kind on their independence and usefulness; on the other 
hand, Very serious and important considerations tend the other way. Many 
inferior tribunals are not courts of record, and therefore have no means | 
of checking tices of this kind, and many of them only sit at long | 
intervals. is court exercises a vigilant watch over the proceedings of 
inferior courts and successfully prev nts them from usurping powers which 
they do not possess, or otherwis: acting coutrary to law. It would seem 
almost a natural corollary that it should possess correlative powers of 
guarding them against unlawful attacks and interferences with their inde- 
pendence on the part of others. It is said that there is a remedy by 

mal information or indictment. The former is unsatisfactory on 
account of the necessary delay. Criminal information is cautious and 
alxo liable to great delay. There are serious objections to proceeding 
by personal information, for it is usual for the court to be satisfied that the 
oa is @ person to whom the privilege of entering an information in the 
of the Attorney-General may safely be granted, On the other hand, 

the jurisdiction has been actually exercised in several of the cases cited. 
Bat we purposely abstain from pronouncing any opinion upon this general 
question, and prefer to leave it entirely open when the occasion arises, and 
confine ourselves to saying that we should hesitate long before casting 
any more doubt than already exists upon the capacity of this court to deal 


BEFORE 








by proceedings for contempt in cases in which attempts are made to pollute | 

























the stream of justice and to interfere with its proper and unfet 
administration by courts which possess no adequate means of protegtj 
themselves in this respect.—Counset, Danckwerts, K.C., and C. W. Mi 
Lush, K.C., and Randolph. Soxtcrrors, Lewis § Lewis ; A. Newton § %, 


[Reported by ALan Hoae, Fsq., Barrister-at-Law. ] 
STEPHEN v, THE INTERNATIONAL SLEEPING CAR CO. Div, Com 
16th July. 

Contract —Ramway Ticket—Conprrion on Front or TickeT—Wuoepy 
Brxpinc on PassencerR Witnovr Norice. 

This was an appeal from the Westminster County Court giving j 

ment for the plaintiff for £4 2s. 6d., being the amount of a sleeping 

ticket between Calais and Monte Carlo. From the statement of coungi 


: 


§ Fulliamy, 


it appeared that at Avignon, in consequence of the heating of an axle, j (HARI 
plaintiff, Sir Herbert Stephen, was compelled to change into an ordj = 
carriage. The ticket handed to the plaizitiff contained a condition thatif hmm: ™° “*~* 
car in which the berth had been taken should not be able to reach jj 

destination only such proportion of the fare should be returned as coms. This was 
ponded to the distance untravelled. They accordingly paid into compil charging oF 
£1 1s., being the proportion of the fare from Avignon to Monp@iignder the 
Carlo. The judge found that this condition was not brought to tM debentures 


plaintiff’s notice, and that he was, in fact, unaware of it. The om 
dition was printed on the front of the voucher, which had on te 
same side some twenty-two advertisements, and on the back som 
twenty-three similar notices. The condition was headed “Avg 
important,’’ but the judge held there was nothing to invite close attentig 
or to lead the possessor of the voucher to draw the inference that it om 
tained terms of the contract he was making. The judge held that th 
plaintiff could not be taken intelligently to have agreed to the tem 
printed, and that on what might be called the business part of the contra 
a complete contract was apparent. He also answered in the plaintiff; 
favour the three questions in Richardson v. Rowntree (1896, A. C., at p. 2%), 
For the appellant it was contended that the cases shewed that when th 
conditions were printed on the front of the ticket the conditions formed pat 
of the contract, and that no notice to the plaintiff was necessary. Couns 
cited on this point Henderson v. Stevenson (L. R. 2 H. L. Sc. App. 4) 
Harris v. Great Northern Railway (25 W. R. 63, 1 Q. B. D. 515), Parkers, 
South-Eastern Railway (25 W. R. 564, 2 C. P. D. 421), Burke v. South 
Eastern Railway (28 W. R. 306, C. P. D. 1), Watkins v. Rymill (31 W.R 
337, 10 Q. B. D. 178). Counsel also contended that in any event the 
plaintiff could not recover the whole amount he paid. The respondent, 
who appeared in person, was not called upon to argue. 

Tue Court (Lord Atverstonr, C.J., and Wiis and Crannett, J) 
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dismissed the appeal. piovision: 
Lord Atvexstone, C.J.—It has been contended here that because the 9i% made on | 
condition is put on the front of the ticket it must therefore be binding m 9% and were 
the respondent. I do not think that the cases shew any such distinction, #jowh. H 
and it must in all cases be a question in fact as to what the contract was (i Dauiel’s | 
In Richardson v. Rowntree the conditions were in fact printed on the front 9 “. (35 ¥ 
of the ticket. Here the conditions were printed among a mass of othe 9m defendan 
matter and the county court judge has found they were not in fact brought 9 sm actior 
to his notice, and I cannot see my way to differ from him. I must not be 9 outby th 
taken as expressing any opinion on the point as to whether the plaintiff Drew v. 
could recover the whole money. But the point was not taken before th (UW. J 
learned judge, or, if mentioned, was not clearly brought to his attentio Waie 
within the meaning of Smith v. Baker (1891, App. Cas. 325), and therefor 9 me like 
cannot be raised here. If the county court judge appeared not to haw 9m ltwass 
appreciated a point of law which was raised before him, there was the im (1) new 

usual and proper method of applying to him for a new trial.—Covysm, yy der; 
Morton Smith. Sottcrrors, Laundy, Son, § Kedge. und, 
[Reported by Ataw Hoaa, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ont 


in Bosw 
WEST HAM UNION ». HOLBEACH UNION. Div. Court. 14th July, atm 
Poor Law—Serriement—I.vecitimate Curp—Moruer’s Serriuemest- oem 





InnemovaniLity—Drvipep Parisnes Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vicr. c. 61), % — 

34, 35. The or 

Case stated by justices for the county of the parts of Holland, review 
Lincolnshire, who had adjudged that the parish of West Ham, in th therefo 
West Ham Union, in the county of Essex, was the place of the last legal Benneti 
settlement of G. E. Neep, aged about two years, and that the appellants 
were liable to receive and provide for such pauper according to law. 
case stated that the pauper was the illegitimate child of Emma Neep, and ‘WE 
was born in the Holbeach Union workhouse on the 25th of October, 18%. 
Emma Neep was the illegitimate child of Mary Neep, and was born in the Rann 
parish of Tilney St. Lawrence, in the Wisbech Union, in 1879. Mary WAY 
Neep married one Chapman at Tilney St. Lawrence in 1881. From or 
the 27th of June, 1890, to the 7ch of September, 1893, Chapman and his 184 
wife resided in West Ham, in such a manner and under such circumstance § 
in each of such three years as would, in accordance with the several wie 
statutes in that behalf, render him irremovable therefrom and set ra 
therein. From the 7th of September, 1893, Chapman continued to reside state 
in the parish of West Ham and was in receipt of relief from that union a 
until his death in 1894, After his death his widow continued to reside ii ~ 
the parish receiving relief until the 28th of November, 1895, She died in m9 
the Poplar Union Infirmary on the 14th of October, 1896. From the 27th. high 
of June, 1890, to the 28th of July, 1893, Emma Neep (the mother of the 











pauper) resided with Chapman and her mother at West Ham. (n the 
28th of July, 1893, she went into service in the Poplar Union and bas 
since had no settled residence. On the 3rd of December, 1901 , an order of 
justices was obtained on behalf of the respondents adjudging the paupet 
to be settled in the appellants’ union. ‘The question for the opinion of the 
court was whether upon the facts stated Emma Neep acquired a settlement 
























































5» 190}, 


2d unfet 
of protect: 
WW. Ma 
won & Gp, ’ 


Diy, Cows, 
T —Wuery 


Siving judg 
sleeping gy 
at of eo 
an Axle, thy 
) an ordi 
on that if th 
tO reach jt 
ed as Corns. 
id into com 
nh to Monts 
ught to th 
_ The tm 
had on th 
back som 
ded ** Avis 
ose attentigy 
that it om. 
eld that th 
o the term 
the contrac 
he plaintiff’ 
., at p. 20), 
at when th 
formed part 
Y- Couns 
f App. 470), 
>), Parker y, 
ke v. South. 
Z(31 WR 
y event th 
respondent, 


NNELL, Jd) 


because ths 
| binding m 
distinction, 
mntract was 
m the front 
iss of othe 
uct brought 
nust not be 
he plaintiff 
before the 
is attention 
d therefor 
ot to hare 
re was the 
—Cor NSEL, 


ith July, 


TLEMENT= 
_c. 61), 


’ Holland, 
vm, in th 
» last legal 
appellants 
law. Th 
Neep, and 
ber, 1899, 
orn in the 
19. Mary 
1, From 
n and his 


imstances 


id set 
to reside 
hat union 
reside in 
1e died in 
1 the 27th 
her of the 
. On the 
1 and has 
1 order of 
1e@ pauper 
ion of the 
ettlement 


July 25, 1903. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 





(Vol. 47.] 603 _ 








—— 

nder 39 & 40 Vict. c. 61, ss. 34, 35, m the parish of West Ham, in the 
west Ham Union, it being contended by the respondents that under 
dion 34 of the above Act the mother of the pauper acquired a status of 
‘semovability which would have made her irremovable from the appellants’ 
gion, and therefore she must be deemed to be eettled in that union, and 
wy section 35 her child, being under the age of sixteen, would take her 
settlement. 

Taz Cover (Lord Arvexsrone, C.J., and Writs and Cuannett, JJ.) 
held that the decision of the justices was right. They therefore affirmed 
he order, holding that the case was governed by Reg. v. Elvet (2 E. & E. 
266) and dismissed the appeal with costs.—CovnseL, Montague Lush, K.C., 
and M. J. Grubbe; C. B. Marrwit. Soxrcrrors, Fred, EB. Hilleary ; Callard 
¢ Vulliamy, for PR. P. Mossop. 


[Reported by Ersxtxe Rep, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
(HARLES BRIGHT & CO. v. SELLAR. Wright, J. 16th July. 


Pac 1ce—Action TO Rrvrew Cuancinc Orprr—Grovnps Upon WHICH 
Svucn Action Can ne Marntarnep. 


This was an action brought by the plaintiff company to review a 
charging order made by Phillimore, J., at chambers, in December, 1901, 
der the interest of the plaintiff company in certain 6 per cent. 
debentures of £100 cach in the Buenos Ayres Electric Tramways Co. 
(limited) and in the sum of £623 8s. 9d.in cash. The charging order 
yisi which the defendant obtained was in the following terms: ‘‘ It 
appears that the plaintiff (the defendant in this action) recovered a 
judgment against the defendants (the plaintiffs in this action) on the 28th 
of November, 1901, for the sum of £2,537 10s. 2d., that the defendants are 
still indebted to the plaintiff in the said sum so recovered, and that there 
js-standing in the name of Charles Hudson Bennett, of 68, Coleman- 
steet, in the City of London, on behalf of the defendants, seven thousand 
fully-paid shares of £1 each in Bright's Light and. Power Co. (Limited), 
and that the said Charles Hudson Bennett also holds on behalf of the 
defendants six 5 per cent. debentures of £100 each of the Buenos Ayres 
Blectric Tramways Co (Limited), and a sum of £623 8s. 9d. cash. It is 
ordered that unless sufficient cause be shewn to the contrary before the 
judge in chambers the defendants’ interest in said shares, deben- 
wes, and cash so standing and held as aforesaid shall and in the mean- 
time do stand charged with the payment of the above-m-ntioned amount 
due on the said judginent.’’ That charging order was made absolute on the 
Wthof December, 1901. Counsel for the plaintiffs asked the court by way of 
an «ction to review the order and to declare it was bad on the ground that 
there was an error in law on the face of it, inasmuch as it purported 
tomake a charge on cash, which was contrary to the express words of 1 & 
? Vict. c. 110, 8s. 14, and 3 & 4 Vict. c. 82, s. 1, which extended the 
povisions of the former Act, in neither of which could a charging order be 
wade on cash or debentures. Debentures were neither stocks nor shares 
and were equally incapable of being the subject of a charging order as 
cash. He submitted that ord. 46, r.1, was in his favour, and he cited 
Daniel’s Chancery Practice, p. 1285; Fulcke v. Scottish Imperial Insurance 
(0, (35 W. R. 795), and Green v. Jenkins (1 De G. F. & J. 454). For the 
defendantitwas submitted that this action was not maintainable and that if 
sm action toreview was applicable to such circumstances no case was made 
out by the plaintiffs’ pleadings or existed in fact. Boswell v. Coaks (6 R. 167), 
Drew v. Willis (1853, 60 L. J. Q. B. 264), and Smyth and Arnolad’s Estate 
(ll W. R. 850) were cited. 

Waicur, J., said it was a curious application, and he had never heard of 
one like it. He must assume that the order was a final charging order. 
It was said that an action to review an order would lie on three grounds— 
(l) new matter subsequently discovered ; (2) errorin law on the face of the 
order; and (3) fraud. The present action was brought on the second 

und. Assuming the order was wrong, would an action to review it lie * 
The action was somewhat obsolete, which was the view of Lord Selborne 
in Boswell v. Coaks ; nevertheless, there were cases which shewed that the 
proredure was not destroyed, and in eases it might beof value. It seemed 
tohim from Daniel on Chancery Practice and other text-books that an 
action to review was only proper where a judgment had been given that 
formally determined the rights of the parties. That was not the case here. 

e order appealed from was not a judgment, and therefore an action to 
rrview only applying to review a judgment this action failed. Judgment 

fore would be entered for the defendant with costs.—Covunsgi, C. 4 
Bennett ; A. Macphirvson, So.ictvors, J. B. F. Bennett; W. J. Hunter. 


|leported by Erskine Rep, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


WEST LANCASHIRE RURAL DISTRICT COUNCIL v. LANCASHIRE 
AND YORKSHIRE RAILWAY CO. Wright, J. 16th July. 


Ratiway—Rarway Carrmep Over Hiewway at Hroner Levet—Roav- 
Way Raisep on Eacu Srpr or Raruway—Onureation ro Repam Parrs 
OF THE Hieguway so Raisep—Ramways Ciavuses Consonrpation Act, 
185 (8 & 9 Vicr. c. 20), ss, 16, 56. 

Special case stated to determine the question whether the defendant 
mai way company was liable to repair portions of a highway which was 
mised in order to carry the highway across the railway. The special case 
stated that by powers conferred by section 19 of the Liverpool, Ormskirk, 
tnd Preston Railway Act, 1846 (9 & 10 Vict. c. 381), which Act in- 

4 aarcape the provisions of the Railway Clauses Consolidation Act, 
‘i, the railway company constructed their railway across the 

highway at a level higher than the highway, and, in order to 

curry the highway across the railway, the defendant company 

hea the level of the said highway within the limits prescribed b 
ie Actand constructed upon each side of the railway a permanent inclin 

Whereby the highway was raised to a level at which the railway was 


that although they had been in the habit of repairing the length of ths 
roadway on each side of this level crossing, they were advised that they 
were not liable to maintain any portion of the road outside the crossing 
gates and gave notice that in future they would not ir the same. The 
plaintiffs thereupon executed the necessary repairs, costing £90, and brought 
their action to recover that amount. For the plaintiffs it was contended 
that the determination of the question raised by the case turned on section 
16 of the Railway Clauses Act, 1845, and it was contended that the railway 
having elected to do the works under that section they did so subject to a 
liability to repair, and Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Co. v. Bury Corpora- 
tion (14 App. Cas. 417) was cited as an authority for the p’aintiffs’ conten- 
tion that the slope leading up to the railway, and which was for the 
convenience of the railway, was repairable by them. Conéra, it was 
that the road having been put inas good a state of repair as when raised, 
they had done all that they were bound to do under section 56 of the Rail- 
way Clauses Act, 1845. The case cited above was distinguishable from the 
present case for there the railway was cr.ssed by a bridge and the 
approaches of the bridge were held repairable by the company as being iu 
fact part of the bridge. 
Wricut, J., decided the question of liability in favour of the railway 
company. The obligation which the defendants were under was that to 
be inferred from section 16 oly, as when they had restored the road they 
had fulfilled the liability im;osed by section 56. But section 16 did net 
contain words expressly obliging the railway company to repair roads, nor 
could such an obligation be impliedly inferred from the words of the 
section. Judgment therefore must be entered for the railway company 
w)th costs.—Covnset, R. Cunningham Glen; 8, A.-T. Rowlatt. Soxscrrons, 
Roweliffes, Rawle, & Co., for Alfred Dickinson, Ormskirk ; Weodeock, Ryland, 
§ Parker, for C. Moorhouse, Manchester. 

Reported by Ensxixe Rei, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. } 








Law Societies. 


The Hardwicke Society. 


Tur annual dinner of the society took place on Wednesday, at the Hotel 
Cecil. Mr. Fxeperick H. M. Conner, the president, occupied the chair, 
and Maitre Albert Danet, ddtonnier de ? Ordre des Avseats de Paris, was the 
principal guest. 

After the loyal toasts, . 

Sir Epwaxp Cianke proposed ‘‘ The Bar of France.’”’ He said the 
profession of an advocate in all countries at all times had been a profession 
to which a gentleman might be proud to belong and in which he could 
observe the highest rules of honour and of duty, and at the same time 
serve the truest interest of those who committed their causes to his care. 
In England in the practice of the profession itself there was a stern and 
rigid check upon the action of counsel, France was, perhaps, more 
fortunate, because in that country there was not only the instinctive 
delicacy and honour of the gentlemen who were ‘acting as avocat in their 
courts, but there was also a certain set of rules of honour which had been 
expounded for a century, or more than a century, past by those who had 
filled the office of bdtonnier. The holder of that office represented the 
highest tradition and pattern of the bar of France. He was the adviser of 
all at the bar who sought his advice ; he decided all questions of etiquette ; 
and it was given to him asa duty that he should remonstrate with and 
reprove any man who had proved themselves in the slightest degree dislo) al 
to the great traditions of the French bar. He congratulated the bar of 
France that it had a constitution which enabled it in each year to appoint 
as its head, as its arbitrator in its questions of difficulty, of discipline, and 
of etiquette the man to whom the itself felt that its confidence might 
be given. Addressing M. Danet in French, he offered him, on behalf of 
the society, a cordial and respectful welcome. 

M. Daner, in response to the toast, speaking in French, offered, in the 
name of the French bar, his greetings to the Hardwicke Society, and 
thanked its members for the honour they had done him in asking Lien to 
comeamong them. He was delighted with the touch’ng words spoken by 
Sir Edward Clarke concerning the relations between English and French 
bar, and he cordially thanked them for the way in which they had received 
the kind words that had been spoken. The professions were, in both 
countries, to all intents and purposes one, and he would tell his brethren 
how he had been received here. They loved their professions of the law ia 
both lands, and, like ithe English bar, the French bar was absolutely in- 
dependent, and had the same love of liberty. He referred in terms of 

leasure to the honour done forty years ago to M. Berryer, their greatest 

fonnier, who was similarly entertained in this country and as cordially 
received as he himself had been, and in the name of his ; in 
France he raised his glass and drank to England, the English bar, and 
the president of the Hardwicke Society. 

Mr. Epwarp Biaxe, K.C,, pro “The Hardwicke Society." 

The Presipenrt, in responding, said the society was the only place where, 


safe from the strictures of the censorious solicitor, the younger members of 
the bar could cultivate and develop, if hap; they ange ge any, those 
gifts of natural eloquence which every member of the did not possess, 


They had to regret the absence that evening of many ——— men, 
iecinding Maitre Labori, but there was for absence in 
the presence of the ddtennier of the bar of Paris. 
Mr. Jans M. Brox proposed the toast of “‘ The Bench.” 
The Masrsr or rar Rouis responded, and e the 
there was a great field for real oratorical power in 





Constructed across it, On the 4th of December, 1901, the defendants wrote 


bar ou t to demand from the bench larger ties of cultivating it, 
Rowerrson proposed the toast of “ The Bar.” 
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The Soricrror-GeneRAt, in responding, said they were a common bar all 
engaged in one common object, the upholding of justice and the forward- 
ing of liberty. However great might be the function of the bench in the 
administration of justice, the functions of the bar were not less valuable. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
The Law Society. 


Honovrs Examrnation.—Jene, 1903. 


At the Examination for Honours of Candidates for Admission on the Roll 
of Solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examination committee recommended 
the following as being entitled to honorary distinction : 


First Cuass. 
[In order of Merit. ] 


Ricnarp Josern Surciirre, who served his clerkship with Mr. Harry 
Bastide, of Halifax. 

Hvenu Spencer Beit, B.A. (Lond.), who served his clerkship with Messrs. 
Bull & Bull, of London. 

Witi1aM Jones, who served his clerkship with Mr. John R. Richards, of 
Swansea. 

Wuson Betz, LU.B. (Vict.), who served his clerkship with Mr. George 
Percival Mason, of the firm of Messrs. Mason, Grierson, & Martin, of 
Liverpool. 

Cnyartes Marrnew Crossman, who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Alexander Crossman, of the firm of Messrs. Crossman, Prichard, Crossman, 
& Block, of London. 

Cuar.tes Tuomas Barton, B.A. (Oxon), who served his clerkship with 
Mr. Walter Henry Bortase, of the firm of Messrs. Borlase, Milton, & 
Borlase, of Penzance ; and Mr. Walter May Barton, of the firm of Messrs. 
Barton & Son, of East Dereham. 

Wiutu1aMm Henry Cuampness, who served his clerkship with Mr. Harry 
Reginald Lewis, B.A., of the firm of Messrs. Lewis & Ygletias, of London. 


Srconp Ctass. 
{In Alphabetical Order. ] 


Henry Ball, who served his clerkship with Mr. Henry Singleton Threlfall, 
of Southport. 

Edward Albert Bailey Cox, who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Albert Charles Hayes, of Birmingham. 

Henry Duckworth, who served his clerkship with Mr. Frederick George 
Hindle, of Darwen. 

Alfred William Foster, B.A. (Camb.), who served his clerkship with Mr. 
John Mason Williams, of the firm of Clement, Williams, & Co., of London. 

Frank Mainwaring Furley, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship with 
Mr. Walter Furley, of Canterbury 

James Stanley Pool Godsell, who served his clerkship with Mr. 
George Harry Willis, of the firm of Messrs. Willis & Willis, of London. 

William Cyril Gover, who served his clerkship with Mr. Alexander Mark 
Tarnbull, of the firm of Messrs. Dickinson, Miller, & Dickinson, of New- 
castle-on-Tyne ; and Messrs. Francis Miller & Steele, of London. 

Charles Bexfield Hill, who served his clerkship with Mr. Henry Blake, of 
the firm of Messrs. Keith, Blake, & Co., of Norwich. 

Elisha Sam Buxton Hopkin, who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Arthur William Dickins, of thefirm of Messrs. Hunt & Dickins, of Notting- 
ham; and Messrs. Taylor, Hoare, & Pilcher, of London. 

Charles Bamfotd Hudson, B.A., LL.B. (Camb.), who served his clerkship 
with Mr. James Arthur Hudson, of Rochdale. 

Norman Howard Stanley Macfadyean, who served his clerkship with the 
late Mr. John Thomas Belk and Mr. Oswald Henry Cochrane, both of the 
firm of Messrs. Belk, Cochrane, & Belk, of Middlesbrough. 

Walter Meakin, B.A., LL.B. (Camb.), who served his clerkship with 
Messrs. Chester, Broome, & Griffiths, of London. 

John Milburn Pybus, who served his clerkship with Mr. William Mark 
Pybus, of the firm of Messrs. W. Mark Pybus & Son, of Newcastle-on- 
Tyne ; and Messrs. Nash, Field, & Co., of London. 

Arthur Pechey Spanton, who served his clerkship with Mr. Henry Banks 
Ashton, of Bury St. Edmunds; and Mr. Arthur Toovey, of London. 

Robert Reginald Johnston ‘Turner, who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Edward F. Turner, of the firm of Messrs. E. F. Turner & Son, of London. 

Richard Ward, who served his clerkship with Mr. William Preston, of 


Frank Silver Williams, LL.B. (Camb.), who served his clerkship with 


Mr. J 
Birming! 


oh Bennett Clarke, of the firm of Messrs. J. B. Clarke & Co., of 
; and Messrs. Church, Rendell, & Co., of London. 


Tuirp Crass. 
[In Alphabetical Order. ] 


Alfred Edward Rimell Baguley, who served his clerkship with Mr. Ernest 
Orrell Bake, of London. 

Wilfred Edwin Barton, who served his clerkship with Mr. Charles 
—. Mayfield, of the firm of Messrs. Barker & Mayfield, of Hull. 

Gerald Beaumont, B.A., B.C.L. (Oxon.), who served bis clerkship with 
Mr. Herbert Beaumont, of the firm of Mesers. Harrison, Beaumont, & 
Smith, of Wakefield ; and Mesers. Blundell & Gordon, of London. 

William Frederick Curtis, who served his clerkship with Mr. William 
James Curtis, of Leicester. 

William Davis, who served his clerkship with Mr. Richard Wilson, of 
the firm of Messrs, Charlesworths & Wilson, of Skipton-in-Craven, 


it — 

Reginald Samuel Daw, who served his clerkship with Mr. Harry Brg 
Nisbet, of the firm of Messrs. Nisbet, Daw & Nisbet, of London. 

Frederick Raymond de Montmorency, LL.B. (Victoria), who served hj, 
clerkship with Mr. Thomas Ryder Mawdsley, of the firm of Messrs, Whitley 
& Co., of Liverpool. 

Henry Richard Lubbock Dyne, B.A. (Camb.), who served his clerkghj 
with Mr, John Edward Wase Rider, of the firm of Messrs, Carlisle, Unn, 
Rider, & Heaton, of London 

Thomas Vernon Fox, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship with 
Messrs. Bower, Coton, & Bower, of London. 

Robert Vaughan Gower, who served his clerkship with Mr. Edway 
Elvy Robb, of Tunbridge Wells and London. 

Charles Grundy, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his apprenticeship with ¥f, 
John Frederick Lamb, of the firm of Messrs. Grundy, Lamb, & Grundy 
of Manchester. 

Theodore Guillaume, who served his clerkship with Mr. Thomy 
Guillaume, of the firm of Messrs. Guillaume & Sons, of London. 

Arthur Hill, B.A., LL.B. (Camb.‘, who served his clerkship with Mf, 
Frank William Stone, of Messrs. Stone, Simpson, & Mason, of Tunbridg 
Wells; and Messrs. Collyer, Bristow, & Co., of London. 

Frank Robert Howlett, who served his clerkship with Messrs. Cozens. 
Hardy & Jewson, of Norwich. 

Hugh Myddelton Jones, who served clerkship with Mr. Oliver Jams 
Stockton, of the firm of Messrs. Stockton & Sons, of Banbury. 

George Frederick Lucas, B.A. (Camb.), who served his clerkship with 
Mr. Edward Hutchinson, of the firm of Messrs. Lucas, Hutchinson, { 
Meek, of Darlington. 

Henry Gourlay Crichton McCreath, who served his clerkship with Mr, 
Robert Weddell, of the firm of Messrs. J. C. & R. Weddell, of Berwick. 
upon-T weed ; and Messrs. Crossman, Prichard & Co., of London. 

William Edward Mackenzie Mainprice, who served his clerkship with M, 
William Lamb Hockin, of the firm of Messrs. Hockin, Raby & Becton, 

Horace Charles Mitchell, who served his clerkship with Mr. Cuthbert 
Frederick Corbould- Ellis, of London. 

Edmund Baines Muspratt, LL.B. (Camb.), who served his clerkship with 
Messrs. Russell, Cooke, & Co., of London. 

Edward Wallace Norris, who served his clerkship with Mr. Heny 
Sydney Powell, of Pocklington. 

William Henry Phelan, who served his clerkship with Mr. Philip 
William Pole Carlyon-Britton, of the firm of Messrs. Upton & Britton, of 
London. 

Norman Hosegood Pole, who served his clerkship with Mr. William 
James Robinson, of the firm of Messrs. Wansbrough, Dickinson, Robinson, 
& Tayler, of Bristol. 

William Foster Reeve, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship with M, 
Frederick George Fitch, of London. 

Percival Vere Stallon, who served his clerkship with Mr. Walter Jame 
Sloan, of the firm of Messrs. Burgess & Sloan, of Bristol. 

Lewis George Sydenham, who served his clerkship with Mr. Ernest 
Frank Anthony, of the firm of Messrs. Watts, Ward, & Anthony, of, Ply- 
mouth ; and Messrs. Church, Rendell, & Co., of London. 

Lawrence Tooth, LL.B. (Lond.), who served his clerkship with Mr, 
William Henry Fairfax Brooks and Mr. Ethelbert Ernest Heller, both of 
the firm of Messrs. Brooks & Heller, of .London. 

Edward Walker, who served his clerkship with Mr. Richard Alfred 
Pinsent, of the firm of Messrs. Pinsent & Co., of Birmingham; 
Messrs. Field, Roscoe, & Co., of London. 

Douglas Wenham, B.A. (Camb ), who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Hume C. Pinsent, of the firm of Messrs. Pinsent & Co., of Birmingham, 

John Whitehead, who served his clerkship with Mr. William Bramwell, 
of Preston. 

Arthur Harold Fletcher Woodhouse, who served his clerkship with Mr 
George Augustus Lightfoot, of Carlisle. 

The Council of the Law Society have accordingly given class certificates 
and awarded the following prizes of books :— 

To Mr. Sutcliffe, the Clement’s-inn Prize, value about £10; and the 
Daniel Reardon Prize, value about £20 guineas. 

To Mr. Bull, the Clifford’s-inn Prize, value 5 guineas. 

To Mr. Jones, the New-inn Prize, value 5 guineas. 

To Mr. Champness, the Law Society’s Prize, value 5 guineas, and the 
John Mackrell Prize, value about £12. 

To Messrs. Bell, Crossman, and Barton, the Law Society Prizes, value 
& guineas each. 

The Council have given class certificates to the candidates in the second 
and third classes. 

One hundred and sixty candidates gave notice for the examination. 


PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION, 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical onde 
were successful at the Preliminary Examination held on the 1st and 2nd 
of July, 1903: i 
Aslhiton, James Harold 
Attenborough, John 
Barlow, James Edward 
Blythe, Geoffrey Norton 
Blyton, Edmund Van Houtte 
Bracey, Geoffrey John 
Bright, Alfred Stanley 
Broomhead-Colton-Fox, Ronald 

Fleming Hartley 
sutcher, Robert Whittaker 
\ Carter, Harry Osborne 


Cragg, Ernest 

Cripps, Ernest Edward 
Davies, Philip Theodore 
Deane, Frederick Llewelyn 
Dudley, Gerald Piers Waddell 
Dunphy, Charles Stephen 
Dyer, Charles Cole 

Ezra, Ellis Nissim 

Floyd, Eric Gaskell 
Gamble, Charles Lancelot 
Gard, Stephen Alfred 
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Arthur William Lionel 

Green, Edward 
Harding, William Lesley 
Haslewood, Roger John Rodwell 

h, William Carter 
Howitt, John Archer 
Hughes-Payne, Walker Johnstone 
James, Herbert Victor 
Kearsley, William 
Kersteman, Wentworth Bingham 
Keshan, John Nortbhouse 
Kilner, Frank Maitland 
King, Stephen William 
lewis, William Pitt 
Lewellyn, George William Thomas 
McCully, Alexander William 
McDonald, Ronald Bruce 
Mackay, Donald Paley 
Matley, William James 
Mellows, Hugh Geikie 
Miler, William Harry 
Moritz, Oscar Frank 
Morris, Esau Glyn 
Morris, Geoffrey 
Morris, John Edward Phillips 
Mote, Lionel Gordon 
Ord, Alfred Burnaby 
Ore, James 





Palmer, Charles Courtney 
Phillips, Henry Tudor 
Popple, Josep 

Rollo, William Stuart 
Romain, Artom Anidjar 
Rycroft, James Hall 

Scoble, Thomas Leslie 
Simpson, Odo Louis David Mackay 
Smith, Frederic Gordon 
Smith, William Reginald 
Sparks, Lionel Cuthbert 
Square, Alwyn Holberton 
Stanton, Frederick Charles 
Starling, Martin William 
Taylor, Alfred William 
Taylor, Lewis Walter 
Thompson, David Francis 
Thorn, Louis Thomas 
Tomkins, Frank Savill 
Towse, Edward Beresford 
Webb, Henry John 

White, James Dennett 
Whiteway, Alban Robert 
Wilkinson, Charles Leyburn 
Wills, Bruce Agnew 

Wintle, Claude 

Woosman, Charles Earnshaw 
Yates, Richard 


































The Law Society and Legal 
Education. 


Taz Council and Legal Education Committee of the Law Society have for 
some time past been busily engaged in revising and re-organizing their 
scheme for the legal education of articled clerks with a view to supple- 
menting the service and practical training under articles by a systematic 
study of legal principles under the guidance of experienced teachers. 

With this object the Countil has appointed Mr. Edward Jenks, who at 
present holds the positions of Reader in English Law in the University of 
Uxford, and Tutor and Lecturer at Balliol College, to the post of Principal 
and Director of Legal Studies of the society. Before taking up his present 
work at Oxford, Mr. Jenks (who was himself articled to a London solicitor), 
served for four years as the first Professor in the Faculty of Law at 
University College, Liverpool, and previously to thatas Dean of the Faculty 
of Law in the University of Melbourne. 

Other appointments, of readers, tutors, and lecturers, to the teaching 
staff are now in course of being made, and it is expected that the society’s 
scheme, which provides primarily a complete system of teaching for the 
examinations qualifying for admission to the solicitors’ branch of the legal 
profession, and which also contemplates instruction in subjects comprised 
in oe megel courses of the University of London, will soon be in full work- 
ing order. 

_ All the teaching, which will include not only lectures and classes, but 
informal advice and explanation, as well as discussion in the inductive 
method so successfully adopted at Harvard and other American Law Schools 
will be conducted at the Society’s Hall in Chancery-lane, the additions 
towhich are rapidly approaching completion. With a view to making 
the benefits of the scheme available for as many students as possible, the 
fees will be fixed at very reasonable amounts, and the requirements of 
country students will also be cared for by a system of correspondence and 
papers. The hours of lectures and classes will be arranged with a special 
view to the convenience of professional students; and it is hoped that a 
feature of the scheme will be the holding of evening receptions at which 
members of the Council and Legal Education Committee, the teaching 
staff and the students will gather for social intercourse. Prizes, scholar- 
ships, and the society's medals will be awarded for merit and diligence. 
= _ will be administered by the Legal Education Committee of the 
ety. 

















































Obituary. 
Sir Peter Edlin. 


Sir Peter Henry Edlin, K.C., for many years chairman of the London 
Sessions, died last week at the age of eighty-four years. He was called to 
the bar in 1847, He was made a Queen’s Counsel in 1869, and in 1872 
became Recorder of Bridgewater, and two years later was appointed assistant 
judge of the Middlesex Sessions. He was knighted in 1888, and some 
months afterwards became chairman of the County of London Sessions, 
retiring from this position in 1896. 























During motions, on Tuesday, says the Daily Mail, the President of the 
Divorce Court remarked that a certain matter had better be held over 
Until next term for Mr. Justice Barnes, who would then be back upon the 

This statement should go some way towards contradicting a very 
it rumour to the effect that Mr, Justice Barnes had sent in his 
“esignation to the Lord Chancellor owing to prolonged ll-health, 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Sir Atnert K. Rotiir, M.P., of the Willows, near Windsor, has been 
appointed a Justice of the Peace for the Royal borough of Windsor. 


Mr. J. E. Gray-Hm1, who has been elected President of the 
Law Society for the ensuing year. is the son of Mr. Arthur Hill, 
of Tottenham. He was educated at Bruce Castle School, Tottenham, 
and was articled to the late Mr. Skirrow, of the firm of Gregory, Skirrow, 
& Roweliffes (now Rowcliffes, Rawle, & Co.), of 1, Bedford-row, in 1858. 
On the expiration of his articles he commenced practice in city of London, 
but in 1864 went to Liverpool, as junior partner of the predecessors of his 
present firm, Messrs. Hill, Dickinson, & Co., of which he has for over 
twenty years been senior partner. In 1885 Mr. Gray-Hill was president 
of the Liverpool Incorporated Law Society, and in that capacity received 
the late Mr. Henry Roscoe, the then president of the Incorporated 
Law Society, and the Council and members, upon the occasion of the 
annual general meeting being held in Liverpool. For the last seventeen 
years Mr. Gray-Hill has spent all his holidays in Syria, and has travelled 
much in that country, especially amongst the trans-Jordanic tribes. Mr. 
Gray- Hill and his wife were, in 1890, captured by Bedouins in Eastern 
Palestine in the territory once belonging to Sihon, King of the Amorites, 
He is the author of a book of travels entitled ‘‘ With the Bedouins,’’ and 
has written various papers published in the Palestine Exploration Fund 
Quarterly Statement. 





Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolution, 


Josern James Rrptey and Witi1am Ciement Livpe t, solicitors (Ridley 


& Lindell), 33, Old Broad street, London. Feb. 3. 
(Gazette, July 21. 





General. 


It is stated that Mr. Staveley Hill, K.C., has resigned the recordership 
of Banbury, which he has held for thirty-six years. 


It is stated that Mr. Justice Ridley will go to the ensui 
Stafford and Birmingham in place of Mr. Justice Jelf, who 
London. 

Confusion having occasionally arisen owing to the similarity of the name 
of the London Chamber of Arbitration to that of the London Chamber of 
Commerce, the corporation has arranged that the former institution shall 
in future be called ‘The London Court of Arbitration.’’ Several altera- 
tions have been made in the rules with a view to ag te | the procedure, 
and cases submitted to the court, which is in Guildhall-buildings, can now 
be dealt with expeditiously. 


Mr. Pember, K.C., who is to retire from the bar at the close of the present 
session, was entertained on Tuesday night at dinner at Prince's Restaurant 
by the members of the bar practising before Parliamentary committees. 
During his career as a leader Mr. Pember has represented most of the great 
railway and dock companies, besides many other important interests, his 
most notable achievement being, perhaps, his winning, after a three years’ 
struggle, the Manchester Ship Canal Bill. Mr. Pember’s health was 
proposed from the chair by Sir Ralph Littler, K.C. 


When Mr. Justice Jelf took his seat on the 16th inst., says the Times, 
after a prolonged absence owing toill-health, Mr. Powell, K.C., said: “‘ My 
lord,—Before we begin the business of the day, may I congratulate you, on 
behalf of those members of the bar who are present in court, and, I think 
I may say, on behalf of those, too, who are absent, on your restoration to 
health, and welcome you among us again. I am glad that it has fallen to 
me, asa member of the Oxford Circuit, to offer you these congratulations.” 
Mr. Justice Jelf said: ‘‘ Thank you, Mr. Powell, for your kind welcome on 
behalf of the bar. I shall still have to take things quietly for a little time. 
I may say that this time of absence has been the st deprivation of 
my life, not only because I have been unable to do my work, but also 
because it separated me from so many old friends in both branches of the 
profession.”’ 

In charging the grand jury at the Central Criminal Court on Monday 
the Recorder referred to the case of a domestic servant, who was c 
with causing the death of her infant child, and said he was wholly unable te 
understand why the prisoner had been only for manslaughter, henaniey in 
this case the prisoner appeared to have drowned the child in the copper, 
in which the was found. The case was one of murder, and not 
manslaughter, but as she had not been committed for murder, he directed 
the grand jury to ignore the bill charging her with manslaughter, and to 
find a true bill for concealment of birth only. When he was a young man 
it was laid down by a great lawyer that these cases should be dealt with in 
a different category to ordinary murder pm but the Government 
appeared to be constantly engaged in questions involving great constitu- 
tional changes, and did not seem to be able to find time to deal with this 
matter, which, in his opinion, had been too long delayed. 

On the motion for the second reading of the County Courts Jurisdiction 
Extension Bill in the House of on the 16th inst., Lord Alverstone 
said he thought that the Government acted with great indu to the 
promoters of the Bill, Nothing could be worse than to pass Bill in 
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its present form as an improvement of our county court jurisdiction. As 
now framed, it would be absolutely unworkable and would make matters 
infinitely worse than they were at present. He hoped, if the Bill was to 
pass, that it would not be allowed to come into operation until the Ist of 
January, 1905, in order that the financial aspect, the convenience of 
suitors, and the real effect of a large transfer of cases to the county court 
might be considered by practical persons. Lord Davey said that, so far as 
he was able to form an opinion, he did not believe that the increase of work 
that would be cast upon the county courts would be so large as seemed to 
be thought, bearing in mind that, under the present law, a great many 
cases were now constantly remitted by the High Court to the county 
court. The Bill was read a second time. 


The seventh annual general meeting of the Inns of Court Mission was 
held on Wednesday. The Lord Chief Justice presided. The Lord Chief 
Justice in moving one of the formal resolutions rendered necessary by the 
incorporation of the undertaking under the name of ‘‘ The Incorporated 
Enns of Court Mission,’’ said that those who had taken part in the work 
during the last seven years had every reason to thank God for the results 
of their efforts, and to nerve themselves for further efforts. Many gentle- 
men occupying distinguished positions as judges, or at the bar, and some 
not connected with the legal profession but interested init, had given their 
time and made considerable sacrifices to promote the interests of themission. 
A set of plans had been prepared for premises which would enormously 
increase the mission’s power for good. They had now to face a capital 
outlay of upwards of £8,000. Towards that amount there was already 
promised, and to a large extent collected, a sum of about £6,000. The 
expenditure of the mission would necessarily grow, and an addition to the 
annual income of about £200 would be required when the new premises 
were brought into use. 


At the Bow-street police-court on Wednesday William Henry Miles 
Booty, solicitor, of Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, was brought up for 
committal on three charges of misappropriating trust funds affecting a 
total amount of £25,500. After receiving the usual caution from the 
magistrate, the prisoner read the following statement: ‘‘I desire to 
reserve my defence, but should like to say here that I am sincerely sorry 
that anybody should have lost through my failure, and that I certainly 
never had any intention of defrauding anybody. The failure was brought 
about by the building speculations entered into by my partner, Mr. 
Bayliffe, in which I never took any active parts The accounts connected 
with them were extremely complicated, and I had noidea they would turn 
out so disastrously until very shortly before the bankruptcy, when an 
auditor was called in. Up to the very last I believed that things would 
come right. As Mr. Roberts, of the Official Receiver’s Department, has 
said, I gave him every assistance in my power to unravel my affairs, and I 
kept nothing whatever back from him, because, though I had acted care- 
lessly and foolishly, I felt that, so far as intention was concerned, I had 
not acted fraudulently. I have worked hard for thirty-five years. The 
official receiver knows that my personal expenditure has never been 
extravagant. I have only drawn about £900 a year out of the business. 
Out of this £900 I supported myself and my family, and put aside £200 a 
year in life insurance policies, now for the most part in the hands of 
creditors. I have been living in a very quiet way at Hampstead. I have 
no savings, and have settled no money on my family. I have never 
engaged in any gambling either on the Stock Exchange or in horse-racing, 
and, as I haye said, the speculations in building were not entered into by 
me, but rather against my will. They have been the cause of my bank- 
ruptcy, and have brought me into my present unfortunate position.’’ The 
magistrate committed the prisoner for trial, accepting the same bail for 
his appearance. 

The Melbourne correspondent of the Times says that the High Court 
Bill passed its second reading in the House of Representatives on the 11th 
inst. by a majority of nine. For some time the fate of the Bill hung in 
the balance, and even on the last day of the debate a heavy adverse vote 
was predicted. But once more the Labour party came to the rescue of the 
Government. Although many members of this well-organized group had 
avowed themselves (outside the walls of Parliament) to be bitterly opposed 
to the Bill, yet they appeared in support of it when the division took 
place. Weighty and admirable speeches in support of the Bill were 
delivered by the Attorney-General (Mr. Deakin), who introduced it, Sir 
Edmund Barton, and Mr. Isaacs, K.C., one of the leaders of the Victorian 
bar. They held that the Constitution Act was mandatory in ordering the 
creation of a High Court and that Ministers had-no option in the matter. 
Mr. Deakin argued that the establishment of a High Court would greatly 
lessen the appellate work of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Councl, 
and that the decisions of the new tribunal would not only be delivered 
more expeditiously, but would be more in accord with the ‘‘ Australian 
atmosphere’ than those of the English court could possibly be. Sir 
Edmund Barton’s able and luminous oration was based on the same lines 
as that of his colleague, and he dealt strongly on the necessity for a High 
Court to ‘‘ interpret and guard’’ the Constitution. These speeches were, 

however, beside the real question at issue. Nobody disputed that a High 
Court must be established at some time. The matter in question was 
whether its establishment on an elaborate and costly scale was necessary 
at this “pr It was contended that the five High Court judges, at 
salaries of £3,000 per annum each, would have little or nothing to do for 
some years to come, and that for the present a makeshift arrangement in 
which the State Chief Justices could be utilized would be quite sufficient 
for the small amount of business to be done. In spite of the arguments 
of the economists, however, it is expected that the Bill will pass, and in 
—s circles it is confidently anticipated that Sir Edmund Barton will 
be the first Chief Justice of the Federal High Court, a position which he, 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 





Emercescy Appear Court Mr. Justice Mr. Just 
Date. Rora. No. 2. KEKEWICH. Branch 
Monday, July ......... . 27 Mr. Pemberton Mr. W. Leach Mr. Greswell Mr. Godfrey 
Tuesday ........ 28 Jackson Theed Church 2. Leach 
Wednesday ae R. Leach W. Leach Greswell Godfrey 
Thursday .+.30 Godfrey Theed Church t. Leach 
. ae Beal W. Leach Greswell Godfrey 
Saturday, August ...... 1 Carrington Theed Church R. Leach 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
se FARWELL. BuckKLey. JOYCE. Swiyrew Eapy, 
Monday, July ...... e++e:27 Mr. Jackson Mr. Carrington Mr. Farmer Mr. Theed 
ye Pemberton Beal King W. Leach 
Wednesday ............... 29 Jackson Carrington Farmer King 
Thursday ... ......00 o... 30 Pemberton Beal King Farmer 
CO eee ee Jackson Carrington Farmer Church 
Saturday, August ..... 1 Pemberton Beal King Greswell 








The Governor and Company of the Bank of England are authorized tp 
receive applications for £750,000 Queensland Government Three-and-a. 
Half per Cent. Inscribed Stock. The price of issue is 96 per cent. The 
Stock, which will rank pari passu with the Three-and-a-Half per Cent, 
Stock, 1945, already existing, is part of a sum of £2,256,000 authorized 
principally for railways. 





Result of Sale. 
Messrs. Denennam, Tewson, Farmer, & Barpcewarer sold at the Mart, on Thursday, ia 
16 Lots, Freehold and Leasehold Ground-rents and Properties, producing nearly £800 per 
annum, together with Freehold Building Land, fur the sum of £10,685. 








oe . * 
Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, July 17. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep In CHANCERY. 

Barotse Copper Co, Luatrep (ix Liqurpation)—Creditors are required, on or befur 
Aug 25, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or clams, 
to Grosvenor George Walker, 19, St. Swithin’s In 
Cuaries Noyce & Soy, Liwrrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 25, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Newman Bailey, 3, Portland st, Southampton 
CovostaL Prorertizs Synpicate, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 5,to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to H,T. 
Godwin, 11, Queen Victoria st 
Inca Synpicate, Limrrep - Creditors are required, on or before July 31, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to A. J. R. Gooderso, 
27, Clement’s In. Thorne & Welsford, solors for liquidator 
Mewossoo (Taquan) Gotp Mises, Lintrep—Petn for winding up, presented July i, 
directed to be heard July 28. Dyson & Co, Gt Winchester st, solors for petners. Notice 
of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 in the afternoon of July 27 
Moorvayxps Srinnine Co, Limrrepo—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 1, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick 
Cooper, 12, Bowker’s row, Bolton 
Transparent Art Paintinc Develorment Synxpicate, Limirep —Petn for winding w, 
ar maee | May 19, directe( to be heard July 28 Styer, Fenchurch st, solor for petner. 

otice of sseeeing must reach the above-named ‘not later than 6 o’clock in the after 
noon of July 27 
Tunstatt Coat anp Iron Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 26,10 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claiins, to W. B. 
Peat, 3, Lothbury. Warner & Co, Finsbury circus, solors for liquidator 
“7” Bynpicate, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 31, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Philip Tovey, 
Finsbury House, Blomfield st. Nicholson & Co, Coleman st, solors for liquidator 


London Gazette.—Turspay, July 21. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep in CHANCERY. 


CaLeponian Exoinegrinc Co, Limtrep - Petn for winding up. presented July 20, directed 
to be heard Aug 4. Dyson & Ceo, Great Winchester st, solors for petners Noticed 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
Aug 3 


Exouisn AnD Gewerat Tramways Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before 

4, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to P. J. 
Brenchley, 1 and 2, Great Winchester st 

Iuvretan Avrocar Mayvracrunixe Co, Linrrev—Creditors are required, on or befor® 
Aug 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims 
to W. Hulme Jones, 6, Faulkner st, Manchester. Barrow & Smith, Manchester, solom 
for liquidator 

Mawsvuracturers Acency, Liutep (ry Votuntary Laguiifarrox)—Creditors are required, 
on or before Sept 7, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debis 
or claims, to James Robert Simpson Stewart, 19, Upton st, Manchester. Sale & Oo, 
Manchester, selors for liquidator 

MATABELELAND Deve torment Co, Liutrep—Creditors are reqnired, on or before Sept ®, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Je 
Bernard Brook, John Carrick, and Arthur Francis Wileman, Basildon House, Moorgate 
st. Ingle & Co, Broad st House, New Broad st, solors for liquidators 

Soutn Argican Feperation Bynpicatx, Linrren—Creditors are required, on or befor 
August 25, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts of 
claims, to Henry James Weston, 2, Coleman st 


Tower Hover Rerneat ayy Sasatonum, Limirep - Creditors are required, on or before 
Sept 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, # 





as 4 great constitutional lawyer, is eminently qualified to adorn. 


Thomas Bridgman Smith, Tower House Retreat, Westgate on Sea. Ward & Co, Grace 
church st, re for liquidator 
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Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day «F CLAIM. 








Mr. Justic 
Brewed London Gazette.—¥ ripay, July 17. 
Mr. Godfrey Javes, Rosert Clapton in Gordano, Somerset, Farme: Aug3i James v J.1wes, Farwell, J 
R. Leach Perham, Bristol 
Godfrey TarrersaLt, Jonv, Newchurch, Rossendale, Lancaster Aug 17 Barlow v Tattersall, 
. Leach Registrar, Manchester Thompson, Waterfoot, Lancaster 






Godf 
R. Leah 





Mr. Justice 
WINFEN Eapy, 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 







Mr. Theed 
W. Leach Last Day or CLAmm. 
Ki 
ae London Gazette—Fripay, June 23. 
Church Baowix, Tuomas, Ropiey, Hants, Farmer July 14 Shield & Mackarness, Alresfor1 
reswell Beuineuas, IsABELLA, Satterthwaite, Lancs July 27 Clark, Broughton in Furness 





Bevan, AnnoLD, Pontypool,Mon Augi Le Brasseur & Bowen, Pontypoo 

Bip, Eowarp Joun, Aylsham, Norfolk, Sanitary Inspector July 31 Secker, Aylsham 

BuarwuistLe, JAmMes Firtn, Shibden, Halifax Augi Bastow & Midgley, Halifax 

Boucney, WitL1AM, Welsh-hampton, Salop Augl_ Giles, Ellesmere 

Brewster, Epwis Freperic. Hampstead Augil Bawtree & Sons, Witham 

bum, J a Howarp, Newcastle under Lyme, Solicitor July 31 Cooper & Co, 
ewcastle 

Bortox, Frances, Aberystwyth, Cardigan Augi1 Davies, Aberystwith 

CLARKE, : toate Coverham, Yorks, Farmer July 31 Maughan, Middlebam, RSO, 
orks 

CoxwacueR, WiLL1AM Sana, Birkenhead July 25 Jones & Co, Liverpool 

(norms, es HERINE Diana, St Andrew, Jamaica, West Indies July 22 Drvces & Attlee, 

iter 8] 

oe, eee, Clapham, Merchant Sept 29 Slaughter & Colegrave, Arundel :t, 
.Tani 

Davies, RicuarD, Pemberton, Provision Dealer Aug 31 Wall, Wigan 

Dextox, Nanny, Halifax July 28 Jubb & Co, Halifax 

Dosett, Esenezer, Hastings, Jeweller July 31 Lansdell, Hastings 

Doveias, Ann, Southend on Sea July 31 Wood & Co, Southend on S2a 

Eccies, Joun Henry, Plymouth Aug 20 Rooker & Co; Plymouth 

Eyetanp, Mary Ann, Esher, Surrey July 17 Gedge & Co, Gt George st, Westminster 

Hapow, GrorGe Biake, Woolpit, Suffolk, Plumber Aug1 Bankes & Co, Bury St Edmunds 

Hatsteap, Joux, Todmorden July 16 Sager, Todmorden 

Huwircn, WicttAm Oxiver Septimus, Ashton under Lyne, Electrical Engineer Aug 10 

Hilditch, Manchester 

Houiinshe AD, Jonnx, Hanthorpe, Morton, Lincs, Farmer July 23 Bell & Co, Bourne 

Howarp, The Hon Cecit Motyyevux, Gt Missenden, Bucks July 23 Tidy, Sackville st 

Hoyt, Francis Cuarves, Gordon sq, Florist Aug 11 Claremont & Haynes, Bloomsbury sq 

Huxrer, Erten Caar.torrr, Campden hill ct, Kensington July 27 Mellor & Co, 





uthorized f 
hree-and-a. 
cent. The 
f per Cent, 
authorized 


















Thur aday, ia 
arly £800 per 










Coleman st 
Hvstwick, CnartotTr Lippe.t, Reigate July 11 Smith, Reigate 
Joxes, WiLLiAM, Withington, Lancs Augil Lloyd & Davies, Manchester 
Lovett, Wiit1Am Cuar.es, High Wycombe, Coach Builder July 31 Rutland, Chancery In 





m or befure 













its or els 
v clammy i? ~ ana Barnsley, Yorks, Linen Manufacturer Aug6 Newman & Bond, 

_ rnsley 

25, to send Newtox, Joun, Preston, Lancs Augi Turner & Sons, Preston 

to William Norsuny, WittiAmM, Wavertree, Liverpool July 25 Jones & Co, Liverpool 
Ortox, Exiza, Forest Hill, Kent Augi5 Cook, Liverpool st 

re Aug 5, to Rirzy, Emma, Mossley, nr Congleton Augil Ashworth & Inman, Manchester 

is, to H, 7. Rovixs, Josern, Southampton, Solicitor Augi11 Robins & Co; 8outhampten 
Rosixson, Peter, St Leonard's on Sea Augi Chalinder & Herington, Hastings 

> send their Rog, Witt1Am Henry, Cardiff, Solicitor Aug31 Lloyd & Pratt, Cardiff 

 Goodersoa, tr Joux, Anron1A Georatna Isapecia, Eaton ter Aug 4 Farrer & Co, Lincoln’s 





inn fields 
Suarries, Hesry, Blackburn July 27 Marriott, Blackburn 
Suernenp, WiciiAM, Rochdale, Weaver July 24 Chadwick, Rochdale 





dd July 4, 











ry, — Sitver, Fanny, Weston super Mare July 25 Pro.tor, Bristol 
uly a Sura, Saran Benner, Beswick, Manchester July 11 Bingham & Co, Manchester 

r 1, to send Tavtor, Emma, Sheffield July 25 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 

» Frederick Toxoz, Groner, Brighton Aug5 Miller & Co, Savile row 
Tovxs, Samvet, Edgbaston, Warwick Augi1 Jaques & Sons, Birmingham 

inding wp, Tupor, Joun, Cobridge, Staffs, Baker July 8 Sproston, Newcastle, Staffs 

or petners ALKER, Joun Lampert, Bexhill Augi1 Chalinder & Herington, Hastings 

the after. Wattwork, Josepu, Openshaw, Manchester, Beerhouse Keeper July 27 Jno Whit- 





worth & Co,., Ashton under Lyne 
Wurtz, Saran, Forest Gate July 15 Attwater & Liell, Stratford 
Wooprorp, Janz, Woodhouse, Leicester Aug 31 William Woodford, Liverpool 






Aug 26, to 
8, to W. B. 






London Gazette.—Turspay, June 30. 


Apausox, Epwarp, Rye, Sussex July 13 Dawes, Rye 

Arxixsoy, Josern, Broughton in Furness July 27 Clark, Broughton in Furne:s 

Baupwin, Rosia Littlehampton July 25 Holmes & Co, Littlehampton 

Bagcuagp, Wi.tiAm Burnett, Manchester Aug 1 Janson & Co, College hill, Cannon st 

Bucktzy, Esvarr, New Delph in Saddleworth, Yorks Aug1 Rowntree, Oldi 

Corroy, Joun Henny, Derby, Innkeeper July 3) Flint « Son, Derby 

Cowrey, Esraer Susanna, Reading Sept 1 Galpin, Oxford 

Datziet, James, Hornsey Rise Aug 31 Vant, Warwick st, Pall Mall 

Dosett, Enexezer, Hastings July 31 Lansdell, ——— 

Evprnrizip, Jacon, Newport,I W Aug 1 Bailey, jun, Newport 

Euiorr, Joseru Joux arnet Aug 1 Neish & Co, Watling st 

Foury, Henry Str Grorar, Curzon st July 31 Nicholl & Co, Howard st, Strand 

Ganpeer, Witiiam, Waltham Cross, Herts, Builder Augll Duffield & Co, New Broad st 

Gay, Soruta, Stroud, Gloes July 30 Flint & Son, Derb 

Giassox, Witttam Rois, Truro Augi5 Smith & Co, Truro 

Hvones, Parnick Joseru, Queen Anne’s mans, Westminster Aug 15 Stephenson & 
Co, Lombard st 

Jexnixas, Hanny, Teddington Aug 12 Cheesman, Old Serjeant’s inn 

Keves, Tuouas, Twickenham Green July 25 Brown, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Lawroy, Grornae Hutt, West Ham, Druggist July 30 Sharp & Co, New ct, Carey st 

Leaca, Kuzanern, Rochdale July 24 Wiles & Thompson, I le 

Leer, ALexAnper, Ryhope, Durham July 24 Bell & Sons, Sunderland 





send their 
lip Tovey, 
tor 










0, directed 
Notice of 
ernoon of 


efore Sept 
s,toP.d, 









or befort 
v claim 
er, solo 








required, 
eir debts 






Sprincruoree, Fanney, Derby July 28 Hobson, Derby 

Seuireect, WILLIAM, sen, Bildeston, Suffolk, Corn Merchant July 29 Grimwade & Son, 
Hadleigh, Suffolk 

Tupor, Marianne, Wyesham, Dixton, Mon Aug i0 Powles & Vizard, Monmouth 
TyeerMan, Joux, Walworth rd, Surrey, Builder at Teather, berwell Green 
Wauxer, Tuomas, Matlock Bank, Derby ~—_ 25 riggs, Der 
Wirsuire, Georce Henry Pearce, ae ainter July 31 Ward, Dudley : 
Wiseway, James, Albany ter, Regent's Pai July 31 Greenip & Co, George st, Mansion 
House 

Yritpine, Richarp Massy, Pimlic) July27 Yeilding & Co, Vincent sq, Westminster 


Loadon Guzette.—Frivay, July 3. 


Arcuer, Freperick Wit.1am, Birmingham, Managiog Director Aug 12 Brooks, 

Birmingham 

Benyert, Masor Jony, Saleombe, Devon Sept 1 Dufiield & Co New Broad st 

Bonp, Francis, Livi 1, Merchant, J P Sept1 Whitley & Co, Liverpool 

Brien, Frawxcis, Highbury cres Aug 31_ Sugden & Harford, Tronmonger In 

Busu, Frank Warttaker, KC, Lancoln’s inn Sept 1 Wheatly & Co, Ston> bldgs, 

Lincoln's inn 

CuEenxeti, Taomas Martenson, Appledore, Kent July 31 Dawes & Co, Rye 

Davis. ANNA ScHOLFIELD, Skipton, Yorks July 24 Brown & Wood, Skipton 

Dixoy, Rosert, Gray’sinnrd Augi4 Duffield & Co, New Broad st 

Dresser, Freverick, Liverpool Aug4 Layton & Co, Liverpool 

Frost, Exviza, Clapton Augi Cook & Ellis, Mark In 

GamB.ixe, Ex1zasern, Hillsborough, Sheffield Aug8 Auty, Sheffield 

ian, Se sneeaas Frrzwituiam, Battram, Leicester Aug 31 Cooper & Co, 
albroo 

Haywarp, Ricuarp, West Chinnock, Somerset July 31 Swabey, Crewkerne 

Haywoop, Wit.iam, Halesowen, Worcester Augi2 Brooks, Birmingham 

Heaton, Joun Wiit1aM Henry, Stalybridge Aug 2 Hyde, Mossley 

Hitt, Exviza, Leamington Augi Field & Sons, LL autaenen 

Hockey, Wititam Benyett, whitton, Cornwall, Farmer July 31 Cowlard & Co, 

Launceston, Cornwall 

Hopesox, Janes, Cornholme, nr Todmorden July 31 Sager, Toimorden 

Hvurcuixson, Tueovosius Cay.ey, Westbourne Park Augi10 Kollit & Sons, Mincing In 

Incram, Magianne Extty Wisyineton, Ross, Hereford Augi Burt & Evans, Ross 

Mitye, James, Westbourne Park rd, Paddi Augi7 Sole & Co, Aldermanbury 

Money, Rowtayp Fearyiey Kyrie, No Berwick, Scotland Aug 17 Lewin & Co, 

Southampton st, Strand 

Morcay, Tuomas, Torquay July 29 Hooper & Wollen, Torquay 

NIcHOLLs, Jonn Heyry, Portscatho, Gerrans, Cornwall Aug3 Jenkins, Falmouth 

Parrott, Grorce, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler Augi5 Martin & Sons, Nottingham 

Portway, Perer Forster, Birmingham Augil0 Lewis, Adelaide pl, London Bridge 

Row anp, Harriette ANNE, Ryde, of W July 20 Dawes & Sons, Angel ct, Throg- 

morton st 

Satrnousr, Ann, 8t Ives, Cornwall Aug1 TH & J B Cornish, Penzance 

Samvet, Ameria ApeLarpe, Eastbourne Aug i4 Vant, Warwick House st, Pall Mall 

Simson, WiLt1am Tomas, Orchard st, Portman sq Aug 1 Cooper & Bake, Portwan st, 


Portman sq y 
Stone, Beysamix, Bewdley, Worcester, Licensed Victualler Aug 20 Marcy & Co, 


wdley . 
Tuompson, Henry, Birkdale, Lancs, Provision Merchant Augi5 Kiulley, Liverpool 
Wnuire, Any, Maidstone July 24 Monckton & Son, Maidstone 
Witurams, Jaye, Dover Aug8 Stilwell & Harby, Dover 

Woop, Joux ATkrxson, Birkenshaw, Yorks, Engineer Aug 4 Mounta‘n, Kirkstall, Leeds 


London Gazette.—Turspavg duly 7. 


Barner, Many Acnes Sccrt, Manchester Juty'$) March & Co, Manchester 

Barns, AnNA Junta Exrzaseta Domvinie, Buckfastleigh, Devon Sept3 Tozer & Co, 
Teignmouth 

Bisnor, Grorck Srercuiey, Bexley Augi2 Martelli, Staple inn 

Burruam, Wituram, Camden Town, Artist July 31 lowes & Co, Bedford row : 

Cuatuers, Marv Heven, Collingham rd, South Kensington Aug 12 Martelli, Staple inn 

Conan, Wittiam, King’s Norton July 9 Guest & Pearson, Birmingham 

Exits, Francs, Settle, Yorks Aug31_ Ellis, Keigdley ) 

Fuuter, Evizasetu, Epsom Aug? Metcalfe & Co, Raymond bidgs, Gray's inn 

Geren, Josepn, Preston July 22 Craven, Preston 

GkEENHALGH, CHARLES, Ashton under Lyne Aug 4 Eaton & Watson, Ashton under 


Lyne 

Hearn, Wittiam, Stoke upon Trent, Colliery Proprietor Aug 3 Hollinshead & Moody, 
Tunstall 

Horaars, Cirrrorp Wynpnam, Ardingly, Sussex, Barrister at Law Sept 1 Ellis, 
Chancery In 

Horne... Eowix, Burnham, Somerset July 31 Beard, Burnham 

Hussey, James, Bristol, Farmer Aug 11 Stevens, Rristol 

Je.irtr, James, Southampton Aug1 Lamport & Co, Southampton 

Lawton, Jonny, Sheffield, Jeweller Aug 4 en, Sheffield 

Leryer, Jonn Marutas, East Dulwich July 31 Hallowes & Co, Bedford row 

Monier, Frances Lee, Tunbridge Wells Aug 14 Jansen & Co, College hill 

Morn, Groner, Alton, Hants, Grocer July 27 Downie, Alton 

Posrons, Jous, Hockley, Birmingham, Gold Chain Manufacturer Aug 11 Canning & 
Cannicg, Birmingham 

Parestyer, NATHANIEL Trmpertey, Middleton July 31 Stott, Manchester _ 

tipceLry, Tuomas Barrance, Huntingdon wy! 7 Hunnybun & Sons, Huntingdon 

Rovers, Joun, Halifax, Quarryman Augi8 Jubb & Co, Halifax 

Sanpers, WILLIAM, Cardiff Aug 10 Cardiff 

Srewarr, Fraxces, Parr, nr 8t Helens Aug8 Monks & Co, Bolton 

Vexxox, Joux, South Molton, Devon, Butcher Aug 15 Ricsard & Son, South Molton 

Wurrr, Witt, Ham , Architect Aug 12 rtelli, << inn 

Woo cer, Monnis, Huddersfield, Merchant Augi Piercy, Huddersfield 





London Gaszette,—Frivay, July 10. 


Apram, Eutty, Ramsgate Augi Arkcoll & Co, Tooley st . = 

Apair, ALLAN Suarro, Plymouth Aug13 Pennington & Son, Lincoln's inn fields 

Bear, Thomas, Leamington Aug20 J & HF sby & Coxon, Derby : 

Biaxetr, Hexry, Lamb's Conduit st July 31 Burchells, The Sanctuary, Westminster 

Boornu, Jawes, Old Trafford, nr Manchester Aug 31 Taylor & Taylor, Manchester 

Branuiey, Rev Henry, Exeter Aug 20 Burch & Son, Exeter 

Rroamueap, Evizanera, Scarborough Aug1 Simpson & Co, Leeds : 

Buit, Eurzasera Spackbrook, Birmingham Aug i Jeffery & Co, Birminghem mu 

Butt, Wiiuam Atrrep, Sparkbrook, Birmingham, Buai'd-r Aug M4 Jeffery & Co 
Birmingham ; ‘ 

Camrs, Manta, Painswick, Glos Sept1_ JL & E T Daniell, Bristol 

Coorea, WituiaM James, Southend on Sea, Saddler July 31 Wood & Co, Southend on 
Se 





Lewis, Caancorre, Blackheath Park, Kent Aug 12 Golding & Hargrove, Cannon st 
Lonp, Tuomas, Blackburn, Engineer July 31 Rennison, Blackburn 
Mastrauay, Eowarp, Hyde Park July 31 Hughes & Maste:man, New Broad st 
Moatey, Epwarp, Bethnal Green July 14 Lumley & Lumley, Conduit s: 
Monwry, Lovisa, Forsst Gate July 14 Lumley & Lumley, Conduit st 
pm, Francis Owen, Burgess Hill, Sussex July 27 Yeilding & Co, Vincent sq 
pane, Avousrr Atrgonse, Louth, Lines July 31 Bell & Ingoldby, Louth 

Oxsonsby, George Montaav, Sunbury on Thames he 

Glastonbury 

Ranpaui, Henry, Mark In July 25 Cattarns & Co, Mark In 

OWsLL, Gronce, Holloway rd, MD July 30 Riddell & Co, John st, Bodford row 
Bcrvrox, Jou, Bucks, Grocer July 31 Barrett, Slough 


le & Co, 






Sept m, 
0 Joseph 
Loorgate 











r before 
debts or 







r befure 
aime, w 
, Grace 











» Old Jewry 





~ 
Crorrs, JAwes Norman, Birkenhead, Architect Aug3 Watkins, Liver; ool 
Haut, James Ronsox, Linslade, Bucks, Groom Aug 17 Calcott, Leighton Bussard 
Haywanp, Jos, Liverpool, Contractor Aug 24 Gaskell, Liverpool : 
Hint, Micuart, Kensington, Company Promoter Aug 9 Stow & Co, Lincoln's inn tholds 
Kyiaut, WATER Trxxots, Royal Horse Guards July 90 Knight, Alleyn pk 


Lamp, ALrarep, Morecambe July 25 Baines, Lancaster , 
31 Westhorp & Co, Ipswich 


uly 15 Gould & Swayne, | Lecoarr, Maerua Pexe.ork, Bramford, Suffolk A 
Woodhouse & Davidson, Lime st 


Leuuann, Roneet Anruve, Baling, Merchant Aug ‘ 

Levin, Nara anret Wiit1am, South Kensington Sept1 Baker & Nairne, Crosby sq 

Marnew, @eepeaick James, Herne Hill, Commercial Cle-k Aug 21 Prane & Sens, 
Giltspur st 


Nisser, Anpaew Tuomas, Bi te Aur S&S Cook & Ellis, Mark in 


SHAKrsrrar, Major Gen Cuanins Maxton, Cleveland udns, Paddington July 80 Fresh- 
& Norroy, Bess any, Cartiff, Bookseller Aug 18 Morgan & Oo, Cardiff 
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Parker, Epwarp, Manchester, Yarn Merchant July 31 Chapman & Brooks, Manchester Jackson, SARAH JANE, Putney Augi5 Blake & Co, Serjeant’s inn, Temple 


Powsti, Henry Grorce, Fleet, Hants Aug 24 May & Co, Laurence Pountney hill 
Preece, Joux, Marden, Hereford, Farmer Augi5 Corner & Co, Hereford 
Ricwarpsoy, Joun, Sheldon, Durham Aug7 Jennings, Bishop Auckland 
Rovsnam, Estuzr Ann, Leamington Priors, Warwick July 20 Richardson & Warburton, 
Birmingham 
Sauter, Tuomas, Thornton Heath July 31 Lonsdale, Adam st, Adelphi 
Siatter, Eva Nrxon, Eastbourne Augi12 Willis & Willis, Chancery In 
Sreruixc, Wrii1am, jun, Chapel en ie Frith, Derby, Civil Engineer Aug 12 Lawton, 
nchester 
Sept 7 


SurHErRtaxpd, Henry Ho.mes, South Kensington 

Victoria st 
Suttox, Joun Wriiw1am, Sandy, Beds, Licensed Victualler Aug 22 Smith, Sandy 
Trotiore, CHances Brows. Lennox gdns, Chelsea Aug 22 Henderson & Co, Philpot In 
WappisetTon, Matruew Jackson, Scarborough Augi Simpson & Co, Leeds 
Watace, Grorce, Kardiston, nr Tenbury, Worcester Augi15 Budd & Co, Austin Friars 
Wriersson, Jonny, Westernhill, Durham Aug 17 Mawson, Durham 
Wixpsor, Percy, Hamble, Hants Augi7 Young & Co, Laurence Pountney hill 


Sanderson & Co, Queen 


London Gazette.—Tvunspay, July 14. 


AgmiTaGe, Wittiam Henry, Wotton under Edge, Mill Manager 
Lloyd, Wotton under Edge, Glos 

Batt, Anna Manta, Abergavenny, Mon Aug 31 Cooke & Co, Bristol 

Best, Tuomas, Edgbaston Sept 3 Pointon, Birmingham 

Bayayt, Witu1aM Ricuarp, Redland, Bristol Aug 31 Sinnott & Son, Bristol 

Crark, Isaac Newron, Lower Ashley Hill, Bristol Aug 31 Sinnott & Son, Bristol 

Coorser, Grorcez, Hartlepool, Fish Merchant Augi1 Harrison & Barker, Hartlepool 

Craic, Grorce, Jarrow, Durham, Electrician Aug 5 Stobo & Livingston, New castle 
upon Tyne 

Cromack, Bessamin, Halifax July 31 Hammond, Bradford 

Cromack, Cnar_es, Bradford, Solicitor July 31 Hammond, Bradford 

Dawsox, Witi1am, Hoxton Aug2i Windybank & Co, Oxford ct, Cannon st 

Dysox, James, Ashton under Lyne July 31 Richards & Hurst, Ashton under Lyne 

Evans, Exiza, Moseley, Worcester Aug4 Saunders & Co, Birmingham 

Ganpoy, Maria, Barnston, Chester Augi Gamon & Co, Liverpool 

Hammonv, Saran, Fenny Stratford, Bucks Aug8 Tanqueray, Woburn, RSO, Beds 

Hakais, Joux Francis, Higher Kingston, Yeovil Aug15 Newman & Co, Yeovil 

Hartwey, Tuomas, Cawood, Yorks, Farmer Sept1 Parker & Parker, Selby 

Haywarp, Cuakves, Handsworth Aug 24 Wright, Birmingham 

Hewitt, Eveaxor Ann, Guildford Augi10 Bayley & Jones, Basingstoke, Hants 

Jackson, Tuomas, Gedling, Notts,Gardener Augi4 Cox, Nottingham 

Jerreries, Joux, Rodborough, Glos, Farmer Augi4 Stuart, Stroud 

LeicutTox, W1i.14m, Longhorsley, Northumberland, Farmer Avgi Dodds, Morpeth 

ares Exma Exiza, Elsham rd, Kensington Aug20 Turner & Co, King st , Cheap- 

side 

Marti, Witt1am Hexrx Brows, Upper Norwood Oct 31 Gush & Co, Finsbury circus 

Miuitz, Heemasn Cant Aveust, Walton on Thames Sept1 Militz, Walton on Thames 

Mitcuert, Tuomas, Girlington, Bradford Augi4 Moore & Son, Bradford 

Morean, Atrrep Farrrax, Leamington, Warwick Aug9 Morgan & Co, Old Broad st 

Norzis, James. Catford Aug31 Ireland, Coleman st 

Oaxsnortt, Rosert, Reading Augil Brain & Brain, Reading 

Oram, Mary Awve, Clifton, Bristol, Milliner Augi0 Hunt & Co, Bristol 

Pewrose, Francis Ceaymer, Wimbledon Aug20 Robins & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Peters, Josern, Middlesbrough, Ship’s Trimmer July 25 Jackson & Jackson, 
Middlesbrough 

Roserts, Ratex, Openshaw, Manchester, Porter Sept 29 Hewitt & Son, Manc*ester 

Scort, Exizasetn Juuia, Berwick upon Tweed Aug 1 Sanderson & Weatherhead, 
Berwick upon Tweed 

a. Berwick upon Tweed Augi1 Sanderson & Weatherhead, Berwick upon 

e0C 


Sept 1 Goldingham & 





Smicox, Janz Marcaretra, Edgbaston, Birmingham Aug 4 Saunders & Co, Birmingham 

Sith, Exocu, Bradford Aug21 Rawnsley & Peacock, Bradford 

Sciuivay, Isaac, Deptford Aug7 Gurney & Co, Chancery In 

Txe1vas, Saim, Blackfriars, Draper Aug 20 Telfer & Co, Queen st 

Trevasion, Frances, Lowndes sq Aug21 Farrer & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Twrnam, Henry Freperick, Cowes, I of W Aug 22 Braikenridge & 

lett’s bidgs 

Wappixctox, Groror, Sale, Chester Sept 29 Hewitt & Son, Manchester 

Wirsos, James, Enfield Aug 29 Bower, Moorgate st 

Wissze, Evizapets Ans, Clifton, Bristol Augil Meade-King & Sons, Bristol 

Woop, Epwarp Geeateatcu, Ravendale 1d, Stamford Hill, Mechanical Engineer July 24 
Wood, Stoke on Trent 


London Gazette,—Frivay, July 17. 


Ackeoyp, Ect Parxixsonx, Bradford Sept30 Vint & Co, Bradford 

Apoisux, Jous, Maryport, Cumberland Ang3i1 Tyson & Hobson, Maryport 

Arrietos, Exizasetu, Turton, Lancs Augil Fullagar & Co, Bolton 

Best, Lovisa, Newton Abbot, Devon July 25 Webster, Newton Abbot 

Baooxs, Wiiitam, Healing, Lince Augi Holden & Co, Hull 

Catt, Roszet Martix, Hamstreet, nr Ashford, Kent, Farmer Aug 31 
Tunbridge Wells 

Coiuix, Tuomas, Prestwich, Lancs Aug 11 Orrell, Manchester 

Cotussox, Witiiam, Stanningley, Yorks Augi5 Banks & Co, Bradford 

Dauzs, Janes, Fangfoss, Yorks, Farmer Sept7 Robson, Pocklington 

Dirxs, O.itvze, Botcheston, Leicester Aug i8 Squire, Leicester 

Evays, Hesey Cuartes, Abergavenny Augi5 Gardners, Abergavenny 

Fareast, Maex, Exeter, Surgeon Augi5 Battishill & Houlditch, Exeter 

Fiavett, Bexsamix, Coseley, Sedgley, Staffs, Beerhouse Keeper Aug 10 
Fairbairn, Dudley 

Fostex, James, Hull, Fruiterer Augi Redfearn, Hull 

Grorcr, Acxzs, Truro Sept 29 Green & Co, Southampton 

Gaimsuaw, Many Axx, Ashton under Lyne July 25 Pownall, Ashton under Lyne 

Haut, Bacau Axs, Linslade, Bucks Aug25 Newton & Calcott, Leighton Buzzard, Beds 

Haseis, Many, Truro July 27 Bennetts, Truro 

Hessow, Tuomas Yates, Nottingham, Plumber Aug 20 Hind, Nottingham 

Hoees, Hexnzy,Northampton Augi5 Becke & Co, Northampton 

Hoztox, Exua, Dunstable, Beds Aug 25 Newton & Calcott, Leighton Buzzard, Beds 

Howr, Joux, Barking, Essex Aug3l Capron & Co, Giays, Eesex 

Hestez, Rev Joux, Rockferry, Chester, Presbyterian Minister Aug 15 Bartley & Co, 
Livérpool 


Edwards, 


Cripps & Co, 


Hooper & 


| Jones, Mary Janz, Liverpool Aug 21 Peacock & Co, Liverpool 
Kine, CatHenine, Leeds Aug 1 Jubb, Leeds , 

| tae Banstead, Surrey, School Attendance Officer Augi8 Sharpe & Co, News, 

| rey st 

| Lams, aoe Simon, Southampton, Barrister at Law 

| Sout pton 

| Mapvocks, Wiiu1am, Spondon, Derby Sept 7 Hankinson & Meakin, Derby 

| Meapows, Ciara, Orchard rd, St Margarets Aug 16 Hunter & Haynes, Lincoln’sigg 
Merwacan, Grorce Wi ua, Cheetham Hill, Manchester, Salesman Sept 1 Ligyig 

| Davies, Manchester : 

| Nasu, Witt4M, Hastings, Licensed Victualer Aug 14 Davenport, Hastings 
Newron, Caroine, Beeston, Notts Aug14 Mossop & Mossop, Long Sutton, Lines 
Park, Wit.1au, Drapers’ gins Augi0 Aldous,Old Jewrychmbrs = _ 
PELLEW, BuAncueE, Redcliffe gins, Kensington Augi17 Lewis & Lewis, Ely pl, Holby 
Piunkett, ArTHUR WILLIAM VALENTINE, Major in H M Manchester Regiment Augy 

Dunderdale 

Scuunck, Henry Epwarp, Higher Broughton, nr Manchester, PhD, FRS Sep) 

} Darbishire & Co, Manchester pas 

| Surrnes, Joun Tatuam, Eveley Liphook, Hants Sept 1 Darbishire &Co, Manchester 

| Suyru, Cecrt1a, Upper Norwood Augié Upton & Co, Austin Friars 

| Spencer, WiLu1AM Harrison, Selby, Yorks, Printer Aug 31_Bantoft, Selby 
Srammers, Marian, Hove, Brighton Aug 28 Freshfields, Old Jewry 

| SrratrorD, GeorGe RussEL1, Coatesbenn, Licensed Victualler Aug4 Boys & Maughy 

| te 


Aug 21 Lomer, & fg 


ary, Brixton July 29 Syrett & Sons, Finsbury pvt 

ove Augil4 Russell & Co, Norfolk st, Strani 

Timm, Gertrupe Ropers, Monksilver Aug 22 Vickers & Co, Sheffield 

WETHERED, Josern, Bristol Aug22 Bevan & Co, Bristol 

Wittrams, Henry Tosras, Edenbridge, Blouse Manufacturer Aug 1% Lemon, King ¢ 
Witson, Hargiet, Brighton Augi13 Cato, Lincoln’s inn fields 


SUMNER, 
SwarsReck, Mary, Lisson 


heapside 


London Gasette.—Tvrspay, July 21. 


} AprAHAM, Fextx, Draper’s gdns, Merchant Aug7 Dunn, Draper's gdns 
| Aprep, JAwes Henry, Swanley Junction, Kent Aug 28 Ridley & Co, Dartford 
| ARMSTRONG, WALTER, Maryport, Cumberland July 27 Crerar, Maryport 
| Barysricce, Eviza Emuity, Malvern Link, Worcester Aug 20 Hyde & Sons, Worcester 
| Barrow, Oscar Gorpon, Bournemouth Aug2l Wragg, Manchester 
| Bearpeg, Wit.14M, Hillsborough, Sheffield Aug 31_ Branson & Son, Sheffield 
| Beatty, Jous Guiyvess, Liverpool,MD Sept 1 Berkeley-Calcott & Co, Lincoln’s im 
fields 
Broce, Exiza Covet, Lee, Kent Aug3l1 Liloyd-Jones, Basinghall st 
Boyp, W1LL1AM James, West ford, cs, Journalist Augi7 Orrell, Manchester 
| Braptey, Very Rev Grorcze Graxvitte, DD, Queen Anne’s gate, Westminster Sept! 
} Troutbeck & Co, Gt Smith st 
CuEea.e, Mary Ann, Coppingball, Uckfield Aug21 Dawson, Uckfield 
Cox, i Gwenpoiyye Louise, Chelsea Sept 1 Nicholson & Crouch, Surrey ¢ 
trand 


Denton, Sauve, Stoke Newington Augl17 Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry chmbrs 
Dickson, Joun, Coldharbour In Sept 30 Haigh, Coleman st 
Exvuis, Jutiana Maria, Cheltenham Augi19 Hores & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Graix, CHarLoTte Frances Caro.iyeE, Capri, Italy Aug 29 Fladgate & Co, Craig’s¢, 
Charing Cross 
| GrirFitas, Hannan, Netherton, Dudley, Worcester Aug 31 
Gruss, Frances, Southwold Aug 31 Cooper, Southwold 
Harper, Saran, Ardwick, Manchester Sept2 Eaton, Manchester 
Harper, Tuomas, Ardwick, Manchester Sept 2 Eaton, Manchester 
Hawkes, Jouy, Ely, Cambridge Aug 21 Archer & Archer, Ely 
Hepces, Davin, Birmingham, Provision Merchant Aug3il Cottrell & Son, Birminghe 
HETHERINGTON, Jous Zicuy, Edgwarerd Aug2l Beaumont & Son, Lincoln’s inn fidk 
Hopasox, Rev Witi1am, MA, Biggleswade Aug 25 Alston, Cheltenham 
Ino, Exiza, Fulham Augi8 Guscotte & Co, Essex st, Strand 
Jacos, Witt1amM Heaton, FSA, Sinclair gdns, Kensington Sept 1 Richardson & Sade, 
Golden s« 
Keyes, + pocetne Shanklin, [of W Sept1 Bailey, jun, Newport 
LANCASTER, GeorGe, Walthamstow, Slater Aug3i Kirby-Turner, Queen Victorias 
| Losa, AttEssio, Lower Clapton rd, Looking Glass Manufacturer Aug 31 Davi 
Liverpool st 
| Loup, Atrrep Jonx Hoare, Torquay, Butcher Aug 31 Baker & Co, Newton Abt 
| Meaxins, Coarves, Fulham, Lodging Tn Keeper Aug3l Parsons & Co, Regents 
| Mugeect, Jons Fripay, Brandon, Suffolk Sept 2 Wood, Brandon, Suffolk 
| Pgex, Jouy, Blackburn Aug 31 Rennison, Blackburn 
| Pkrcivaty, CaTuerineE, Richmond, Surrey Augi7 Reeves & Co, Old Broad st 
PrenpverGast, Freperick, Shoeburyness Sept 1 Nicholson & Crouch, Surrey st, Stranl 
Quai, Epwis, Grundy st, Poplar, Boot Manufacturer Sept 1 Forbes, Fenchurch st 
Ransiey, Epwarp, Monks Seven, Kent, Carrier Aug 31 Mowll & Mowll, Ashfai 
Ricuarps, WiL.1AM, Birmingham Aug4 Wright, Birmingham 
timeR, GeorGe Henny, Twyford Augi18 Hores & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Rocers, Rosret, Liverpool, General Broker Aug 20 Newman, Liverpool 
Ruppock, ApAM, Ebberston, Yorks, Butcher Sept1 Turabull & Son, Scarborough 
Scuropver, Joux Freverick Heney, Baron Von, Hamburg Augi4 Dunn, Drapers’ gis 
Scorr, Joseru Mertanp, Llanishen, nr Cardiff, Ship Owner's Agent Aug 15 Stante 
& Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Scorr, Witt1AmM Henny, Tynemouth, Merchant Augi15 Stanton & Co, Newcastle ups 
7m 


Davies, Netherton 


e 
Scorr, WittiamM Henry, jun, Gosforth, Northumberland Aug 15 Stanton & Co, Nw 
| castle upon Tyne 
Sezer, Ricuarp, Southport, Merchant Aug 29 Boote & Co, Manchester 
Spin, Joun, Sheffield, Grocer Aug 31 Branson & Son, Sheftield 
| Stuart, Heyry, Twickenham, Warehouseman Aug 5 Plunkett & Leader, St Pauli 
Churchyard 
Teaison, Saran, Liverpool Aug 24 Gradwell & Co, Liverpool 
Vowe tt, Micnaz., Sunderland Aug13 Storey, Sunderland 
Vowe.t, Mary Any, Sunderland Augi13 Storey, Sunderland 
Wave, Frepericxk Epwin Bexsamsx, Urmston, Lancs, Cashier 
Hurst, Manchester 
Wattox, ALLAN, Manchester, Bleacher 
Wurttey, Agruve Cuanves, Northwich 


Richards ¢ 


Aug 26 Makinson & Co, Manchester 
Aug 31 Trafford & Cook, Northwich 


Aug 22 








Ord July 14 
GEORGE 


B k N June 27 
ankruptcy Notices. |, Juez 
London Gazette,—Futpary, July 17. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Attias, Bouvet Jauze, Warden rd, Kentish Town, Grocer 

igh Court Pet June 2) Ord July 14 








4 July 15 Ord July 15 
Buxtox, WitttAM, Manch 
June 19 Ord July 15 


| Bisuor, A Percy, Islington, Outfitter High Court Pet 


HomAs, Ashill, Norfolk, Carpenter 
King’s Lynn Pet July 15 Ord July 15 


Berxse, Rovenr Srerues, Clun, Salop, Painter Leominster 
ester, Solicitor Manchester Pet 


Dowinoton, Joun, Crowland, Lincs, Farmer Peterborowp 
Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

Duyn, Micua. ALoysius, Gateshead, Confectioner Ne 
castle on Tyne Pet July15 Ord July 15 

Eastwoop, Frienp, Luddenden Foot, Yorks Burnley MM 
July 15 Ord July 15 

Evuonp-Sairn, Cristina, Laundrs 
Wandsworth Pet July 5 


Wandsworth, 
Ord July 15 


C , Feevenicn Witiiam, Hunstanton, Norfolk, | ,. . P p , 

re okate keene ‘King’s ——- Pet July y Oe Onezve ey, Gueeee, Rugby, Warwick, Builder Coventry Pisce, Bagums Hauny, Newark Nottingham Pet Jay! 
Jaly 14 : e et Jane6 Ord July Ord July 14 

Asaz, (eam Axortt. James, Kington Langley, Wilts,"| C#***, Wisiam Joux, Fowlmere. Cambs, Wheelwright Fixviaten, Tuomas, Manchester, Oil Merchant Manchest 
Grocer Bath Pet July 14 Ord July 14 4 Cambridge Pet July 14 Ord July 14 Pet June 27 Ord July 15 


Deartny 


Avetix, Witt14m, Willenhall, Staffs, Lockanith Wolver- 
Ord July 4 


Pa July 14 Ord July 14 
Bert, Victor Avovervs, Leeds, Draper Leeds Pet Jaly 
U4 Ord July 4 





July 14 Ord July 14 


J Beuxixy, Fleet st High Court Pet May 2 
Devenevx, Kovent, Lime st, Solicitor High Court Pet 


Founrain, Mania, Huddersfield, Lodging house Kept 
Huddersfield Pet July13 Ord July 18 

Ga.toway, Fuepenicxk Witiiam, Brighton, Fishmoigt 
Brighton PetJuly14 OrdJuyl 
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Parais, ARCHI 
mingham 


Pet June 2) Ord July 13 


fiurweit, Leonarp, Gildersome, Yorks Leeds Pet 
Jaly 13 Ord July 13 
fick, ow aan, Leeds, Wine Merchant Leeds Pet July 2 | 


Ord July 9 } 

fiouam, Taomas Joxes, Chorley, Lancs, Oil Dealer lolton 
Pet July8 Ord July 15 

fiscocks, WiLL1AM, Frome, Somerset,Grocer Frome Pet 
July 14 Ord July 14 

Jacques, Epwin, aoe. 
Pet July 15 Ord July 

Jerraes, Josera Grorce, Leyton Green, Essex, Coach 
Tronmonger High Court Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

Jexsies, Joun Louis, Southampton, Confectioner South- 
ampton Pet July14 Ord July 14 

Ksicut, Joun Josern, Sulgrave rd, Hammersmith High 
Court Pet May15 Ord July 15 

Lavey, Josepa Anos, Antrim man-ions, Haverstock hill, 
Shipbroker High Court Pet Jume 30 Ord July 15 

Luwett, ArTuur, Stoke upon Trent, Agent Stoke upon 
Trent Pet July13 Ord July 13 

Locks, Metrorp Grorce, Wells, Somerset, Grocer Wells 
Pet July 14 Ord July 14 

Napet, ALEXANDER, Warwick st, Pimlico, Toba>conist 
HighCourt Pet July13 Ord July 13 

New, Ewmy Susan, Gwerfil Goch, Merioneth, Schoolmis- 

tress Wrexham Pet July14 Ord July 14 


Leicester, Chandler Leicester 
15 





Niwaotas, Davip, Neath, Glam, Shearer Aberayon Pet | 
July13 Ord July 13 | 

Perkin, WittiaM, Wakefield, Planer Wakefield Pet | 
Jaly 11 Ord July 11 | 

TerrveR, Heyry Grorce, Kensal Rise, Joiner High 
Court Pet July13 Ord July 13 

Puuurrs, Saumen Davin, Abercynon, Glam, ~ Grocer 


Pontypridd Pet July13 Ord July 13 

Rastrick, Tom Crarkson, Greengates, Bradford, Smith 
Bradford Pet July14 Ord Tuly 14 

Reis, Arntuur, Holland pk, Kensington, Stock Dealer 
High Court Pet June 25 Ord July 15 

Rusy, JosernH, Lower Edmonton, Builder Edmonton Pe} 
June 15 Ord July 13 

Rosixson, Aaron, South Shields, Builder Newcastle on 
Tyne Pet June12 Ord July 13 

Rostyson, Mary, Berkeley, Glos, Grocer Gloucester Pet 
July 14 Ord July 14 

Rocu, AnTHUR, Neath, Glam, Grocer Neath Pet July 13 | 
Ord July 13 } 

§auvetson, BertHa, Southport, Cigar Importer Liverpool | 
Pet July 13 Ord July 13 

Scorr, Risy, Kingston upon Hull, Bricklayer 
upon Hull Pet July 14 Ord July 14 

Saort, Enrc Gorpon MacCrar, Winchester 
June 4 Ord July 14 

BiaswortH, WittiaM, Middlesbrough, Grocer 
brough Pet July 14 Ord July 14 

Surru, ALBERT, Lower Broughton, Salford, Plumber Salford 
Pet July 13 Ord July 13 

§tarrorp, ALFRED, Dudley, Carpenter Dudley Pet July 14 | 
Ord July 14 

Ricnarp Hockney, Harrogate, Hairdresser’s | 
Assistant York Pet July13 Ord July 13 

Tuomas, Grorcr, Holborn Viaduct, Accountant High Court | 
Pet July6 Ord July 14 

Visine, ALBERT Freparick Hau, Milk st, Manufacturers’ 
Agent High Court Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

Watton, Ropert, Middlesbrough, Property Agent Middles- 
brough Pet July 1 Ord July 14 | 

Witsos, Tuomas Wit.iam, Campfield, Bowness on Solway, | 
Cumberland, Farmer Carlisle Pet July13 Ord July 13 | 

FIRST MEETINGS. | 

Auay, Ropert James, Warden rd, Kentish Town, Grocer 
July 30at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Bareass, Joun Hempseep, New Benwell, Northumberland, | 
Club Steward July 25at12 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, 
Newcastle on Tyne 





Kingston 
Hastings Pet 
Middles- | 


Brann, Tuomas Henry, Stapleford, Notts, Draper July 
%Sati1 Of Ree, 47, Fullst, Derby 
Bait, Victor Avaustus, Leeds, Draper July 27 at 11 320'| 


Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Bishor, A Percy, Islington, Outfitter 
Bankruptey b'dgs, Carey st 

Bowes, Henny, and Waiter Bowers, Kingston upon Hull, 
Grocers July 28at11 Off Rec, Trinity House ln, Hull | 

Buryaxp, Francis Guiver, New Whittington, Derby, 

' labourer July 25 at2 Angel Hotel, Chesterfield 

Coorgr, Joun, Stockton on Tees, Plasterer July 28 at 11 30 
Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Daxx, Witttam, Treforest, Glam, Fruiterer and Fish 
Dealer July 27 at 3 185, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Davis, Janes, Lianelly, Builder July 25 at 11 Stepney | 
Arms Hotel, Lianelly 

Deauray, J Berxiey, Fleet st July 28 at 11 Bankruptcy | 

igs, Carey st 

Deverzvx, Ronert, Lime st, Solicitor July 27 at 12.30 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Dovpy, WittrAm Tuomas, Stockton on Tees, Cartwright | 

Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough | 
Cuntirre, Maidencombe, nr Torquay, 
Aug 6 at 10.30 Off Reo, 9, Bedford circus, 


July 28 at 12.30 


July 28 at 11 
Faxtoy, Rocer 
Gentleman 

_ Bxeter 
Fixcu, Cuarces, and Grorer Fixen, Wimbledon pk, | 
Bae July 27 at 11.80 24, Railway app, em | 
Fhiswait, Hanry Tynygroes, Talycafn 
Crypt chmbrsa, East- 


July 90 at 11 


Percy Harty, 
arvon, Artist July 28 at 12 
Fe Bate row, Chester 
nv, C A, Queen Victoria st, Merchant 
ptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Gatuoway, Frepverick Wii.tam, Brighton, Fishmonger 
@ uly 30 at 10.80 Off Reo, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Ls Py 
BaON y Wati2 


Tsaac, Kingston upon a Builder Jul 


Of Reo, T 


» Trinity House In, 


Hayrorp, James, Abergwynfi, Glam, Collier July 28 at 12 
Off rd, Swansea 

ingore Lezowrarp, Gildersome, Yorks 

Hick, Epwarp, Leeds, Wine Merchant July 28 at3 Off 

Hoceartnu, Lancetot, Whitbeck, Cumberland, Farmer 


Hotnoyp, Tom, and Artaur Ricnarp Tuomas, Blackpool 


Hoy, Rosert, Tynemouth, Licensed Victualler July 25 at 
Jexnincs, Jonny Lovts, 


Jowett, Frank Bow.arp, 


Martix, Artuur, Bexhill, Auctioneer 
Mityex, Epwr, Forest 
Moor, Emma, Hastin 


‘Rarxer, Georce 


| Srupss, Kicuarp Hockyey, 


| Asner, Jonn ANGELL 


| Devereux, Rosert, Lime st, Solicitor High Court Pet 


, 31, Alexandra rd, 8 
July 27 at 11 
k row, 8 


’ ’ 
Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 
July 25 at12 Off Rec, 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 


Tailors and Drapers July 27 at 11.15 Off Rec, 14, 
Chapel st, Preston 


Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 
Southampton, Confectioner July 
2 at3 Off Rec, 172, High st, Southampton 
ry 2 Northampton, Boot 
Manufacturer July 27 at 2 30 yal Hotel, Kettering 
Lvxer, Henry Hersert, Gloucester, Grocer July 25 at 12 
Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 
Aug 4 at 1L.15 


County Court Offices, 24, Cambridge rd, Hastings 

ill, Kent, House Furnisher July 
27 at 12.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

i Aug4atii1 Ccunty Court Offices, 
Hastings 


11.30 


24, Cambridge 

Perkiy, WILLIAM, Wakefield, Planer July 28 at 3 Off 
Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Perryer, Henry Georce, Boyford rd, Kensal Rise, Joiner 
July 30 at 11 Bankruptcy blidgs, Carey st 

Puiiups, Henry, Bream, nr Lydney, Glos, Blacksmith 
July 25 at 11.30 Off Rec, Westgate chmbrs, Newport, 


on 

Preston & Co, H, Piccadilly mans, Auctioneers July 27 
at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

TLLIAM, Astley, Leicester, Builder July 

27 at 12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Raistrick, Tom Crarkson, Bradford, Wheelwright July 
28at3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Rosryson, Aaron, South Shields, Builder July 25 at 11 
Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

Roprnson, Mary, Berkeley, Glos, Grocer July 25 at 12.45 
Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 

Samve.son, Berta, South . Tobacconist July 27 at3 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Suzpaerpson, CuristoPHER, Kingston upon Hull, Builder 
July 29 at 11 Off Rec, Trinity House In, Hu 

Sitver, SoLomon, Hackney rd, Tobacconist July 30 at 12 
Bankru bldgs, Carey st 

Skinner, Moses Setenten Chatham, Moneylender Aug 
10at 12.15 115, High st, Rochester 

Saitn, ALBert, Lower Broughton, Salford, Plumber July 
28 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Sroxes, Wit.iam, Reading, Builder July 30at12 
Hotel, Reading 


Queen's 


Bet te, Hairdresser's 

Assistant July 27 at 12.45 Off , The Red House, 
Duncombe pl, York 

Tuomas, Geores, Holborn viaduct, Accountant July 31 at 
2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

WELLINGTON, James, Crediton, Devon, Accountant 
at 10.15 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Witimer, Harry, Wood Green, Dairyman July 28 at3 
14, Bedford row 

Wooras, Tuomas, Penzance, Cornwall, Innkeeper July 27 
at12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 10: 


Baker, Cuar.es ALBERT, Holloway, China Merchant July 
20at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Arcuer, Freperick Wit.iam, Hunstanton, Carpenter's 

Improver King’s ioe Pet July 13 Ord July 13 
ames, Kington Langley, Wilts, 

Grocer Bath Pet July 14 Ord Jaly 14 

Avustix, Wiii1am, Willenhall, Locksmith Wolverhampton 
Pet July 14 Ord July 14 

Bovenrey, Grorce Tuomas, Ashill, Norfolk, Carpenter 
King’s Lynn Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

Breese, Ronert Sternen, Clun, Salop, Painter Leominster 
Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

Coox, Henry, Southsea, Ironmonger Portsmouth Pet 
June 29 Ord July 14 

Creek, WituramM Jonnx, Fowlmere, Cambridge, Carpenter 
Cambridge Pet July 14 Ord July 4 

Cuxpy, Taomas Norra, Wall End, East Ham, Licensed 
Victualler High Court Pet June3 Ord July 15 

Day, Cuartes Epwarp Grorer, Cowden, Kent, Builder 
Tunbridge Wells Pet July 12 Ord July 15 


Aug 6 


quuusser, J Brixton, Manufacturer’s Agent High Court | Go-prnorrr, Cuar.ey, Birdwell, nr Barnsley, Miner July Hoy, Rosert, Tynemouth, Licensed Victualler Newcastle 
ied? ? , ’ , 
Pet June 25 Ord July 15 23 at 10.15 Off Ree, 7, Regent st, on Tyne Pet July8 Ord July13, 
w, WiLL1AM, Pontypridd, Labourer Pontypridd | Greexrie.p, Wiii1aM, Colne, Lanes, Tripe Dresser July Hv.i-Necx, James, St John’s Wood High Court Pet 
Pet July 13 Ord July 13 27 at11 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston March 26 uly 10 
Yuu, Freprrick Joun, Brighton, General Merchint | Haines, ALFRED Tuomas, and Grorce WiLiiaM UPsDALE. Locke, Metrorp Gzorce, Wells, Somerset, Grocer Wells 
Brighton Pet July15 Ord July 15 West , Essex, Builders July 29at 12 Bankruptcy Pet July 14 wa a : 
BALD BRADSHAW, Birmingham, Grocer Bir- bldgs, Carey st eee Ota a , Auctioneer Hastings Pet July 
y 


Mrxcurx, Josepa Witiiam, Mile End, Tailor High Court 
Pet June 16 Ord July 13 


Morris, Marrsew, South Benwell, Northumberland, 
Builder Newcastle on Tyne Pet June 10 Ord July 13 
Naver, ALExanpDER, Pimlico, Tobacconist h Court 


Pet July 13 Ord July 13 ‘ 
Nem, Emmy Svusax, Bettws Gwerfil Goch, Merioneth, 
Schoolmistress Wrexham Pet July 14 Ord July 14 
Neitt, Tuomas Coyrap, Spital sq, Prmter High Court 
Pet July 4 Ord July 13 


Nicnotas, Davin, Neath, Glam, Shearer Neath Pet July 
13 Ord July 13 

Pergix, Witi1am, Wakefield, Planer Wakefield Pet July 
1 Ord July 11 

Puttuirs, Samvet Davin, Abercynon, Glam, Grocer Ponty- 
pridd Pet July 13 Ord July 13 ‘ 

Rarstrick, Tom CiarKsoy, Bradford, Wheelwright Brad- 
ford Pet July 14 Ord July 14 

Rosrxson, Marr, keley, Glos, Grocer Gloucester Pet 
July 14 Ord July 14 . 

Rocn, Arruug, Neath, Glam, Confectioner Neath Pet 
July 13 Ord July 13 F : 

Samvetsox, BERTHA, Southport, Tobacconist Liverpool 
Pet July 13 Ord July 13 : is 

Scorr, Risy, Kingston upon Hull, Bricklayer Kingston 
upon Gull Pet July 14 Ord July 14 : 

Sicsworta, Witt1am, Middlesbrough, Grocer Middles- 
brough Pet July i4 Ord July 14 

Swit, Apert, Lower Broughton, Plumber Salford Pet 
July 13 Ord July 13 

Sovrnoy, ALFRED WILLIAM, ww} Kent, Plumber 
Tunbridge Wells PetJune4 OrdJulyli | 

Spicer, Frank Carte, Lee, Kent, Baker Greenwich Pet 
July 14 Ord July 14 

Srarrorp, ALFRED, Darby End, Dudley, Carpenter Dudley 
Pet July 14 Ord July 14 f ; 

Sivsss, Ricnarp Hockyey, ees "s Assist- 
ant York Pet July 13 Ord July 13° 

Vixixe, ALBERT Frepgeick Hat, Milk st, Manufacturer's 
Agent High Court Pet July15 Ord July 15 

Wituimer, Harry, Wood Green, Dairyman Pet 
July8 Ord July 11 

Wisos, Tuomas Wriiiam, Bowness on Solway, Cumber- 
land, Farmer Carlisle Pet July 13 Ord July 13 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Bracxmore, Haroip, Swaythling, Southsea Newpo 
Adjud Aug 15, 1902 Annul July 1, 1903 


et 


London Gazette.—Tvusspay, July 21. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Berstey, Tuomas, jun, and Harry Beestey, Leicester, 
Coach Builders Leicester Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Brees, Joun, Halifax, Shoe Maker Halifax Pet June 15 
Ord July 15 

Britz, Davio Bsexsamrs, Penrhewceiber, Glam, Draper 
Pontypridd Pet July 16 Ord July 16 : 

Cameron, Joux, New North rd, Timber Merchant High 
Court Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

Croven, Epwrx, and Ezra Cioven, Bradford, Coal Mer- 
chants Bradford Pet July 17 Ord July 17 

CotteTt, Henry, Newport, Mon, Cab Proprietor Newport, 
Mon Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

Cook, CHartes Joux, Southsea, Hants, Boot Maker 
Portsmouth Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Corkxe, Jonny Royat, Kingston upon Hull, Decorator 


Kingston upon Hull Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

Cross, Freperick, Huddersfield, Painter Huddersfield Pet 
July 16 Ord July 16 

Crosstey, Cartes Wituiam, Armley, Leeds, General 
Commission Leeds Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

Crows, Winu1aAm Tomas, Birmi , Grocer Birming- 


ham Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

Dons, Matitpa Lees, Leominster, Hereford, Dressmaker 
Leominster Pet July 2 Ord July 17 

Epwarps, Ergram James, Bedford, Baker Bedford Pet 
July 18 Ord July 18 . 

Frater, Frepertc Mosss, Sunderland, Solicitor Sunder- 
land Pet July3 Ord July 16 q 

Govcn, Watrer, Newton Flotman, Norfolk, Foreman 
Brickmaker Norwich Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Garcory, Eur_y Hassan, Rawmarsh, Rotherham Sheffield 
Pet July 17 aan oo 17 

Gairrirus, Jonx Gwys, Aberdare, Insurance Agent Aber- 
dare Pet July 18 Ord July 18 : 

Hat, Harry, Leicester, Provision Merchant Leicester 
Pet July 17 Ord July 17 : 

Haxrpixe, Exxest Arruvr, Canton, Cardiff, Police Con- 
stable Cardiff Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

Harpy, Erxest Wu..iam, Notti , Tobacconist Not- 





July 14 Ord July 14 


| DonineTon, Jonn, Crowland, Lincs, Farmer Peterborough 
| 


Pet July 15 Ord July 15 
Eastwoop, Frairxp, Luddenden Foot Burnley Pet July 15 
Ord July 15 
Epmonp-Swrn, 
Wandsworth Pet July 15 Ord July 15 


Curistixna, Wandsworth, Laundress, 


| 
Founratx, Mania, Huddersfield, Lodging house Keeper | 
| 


Huddersfield Pet July 18 Ord July 13 

Gatitoway, Freperick 
Brighton Pet July 4 Ord July 4 

GoovrgLLow, WiLtiaM, Pontypridd, Labourer Pontypridd 
Pet July 13 Ord July 13 

Harwoop, James Epwix, Heaton Norris, Lancs, Boot 
Dealer Stockport Pet July7 Ord July 15 


Hick, Epwarp, Leeds, Wine Merchant Leeds Pet July 2 
Ood J 9 


Hiscocxsa, Wr.t1am, Frome, Somerset, Grocer Frome Pet 
July 14 Ord July 14 


Hous, Evwarp, Norwich, Jeweller Norwich Pot June 
93 ‘Ord July 14 


Oxford , 
Horror, Rrcenagp Tromas, Plymouth, Builder Plymouth 


114M, Brighton, Fishmonger | ~ tan 
et. Frepraick Tuomas, ing’. . © wfolk, 


tingham Pet July 17 Ord July 17 
Hanrgisox, Acugat, Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet July 


16 Oni July 16 ‘ 
Hastixas, Wri.iam, Witney, Oxford, Commercial Traveller 
Pet July 18 Ord July 18 


16 
i ri, Builders’ Merchant High 


17 Ord July 17 
Butcher Oxford Pet July 6 Ord 
Coal 


. Ne Cc 
Merchan: King’s Lynn Pet 8 Ord July 18 
Mout, Warrer Lovrs, Hornsey, Sinekbrohker'e Clerk High 
Court Pet July 18 Ord July 18 
Tuomas, Penrhiwoeibr, Glam, Collier Aberdare 


uly 18 Oni July 18 
Mornts, Groner, Wakefield Wakefield Pet Julyi6 Ord 
16 


Nosis, Vers D'Ovuey, Victoria st, Westminster High 
Court Pet April 21 Ord July 18 


Pet July16 Oni July 
Howarp, Jonx, Ki 
purt Pet J 
James, Harry, Ox! 
6 


Morea 
Pet J 
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Parkty, Tuomas, Murton Colliery, Durham, Miner Sunder- 
land Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

Perey, WiitiaAm Bayier, Aston, Birmingham, School- 
master Birmingham Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

Powett, Puorsr, Liandilo, Carmarthen Carmarthen 
Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

Raprogp, Wit.i1am Greorce Jouy, Southampton, Furniture 
Dealer Southampton Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

Roseets, Henry, Fleur de lis, Mon, Haulier Tredegar 
Pet July3 Ord July 17 

Roserts, Joun Wiiiiam, New Basford, Notts, Grocer’s 

si t Nottingham Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

Rostxson, Samvet, W a Northampton, Boot 
Factor Northampton Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Rose, George Firzaarpinez, Mount st, Grosvenor sq 
High Court Pet June 29 Ord July 16 

Rutrer, F V P, Essex st, Strand, Journalist High Court 
Pet June17 Ord July 16 

Suaw, James Josern, Portland, Dorset, Painter Dorchester 
Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Sreeve, Wit'1am, Starbeck, Yorks, Greengrocer York 
Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

Taytor, Cuartes Tuomas, jun, Cheadle, Chester, Solicitor 
Preston Pet July4 Ord July 17 

Tuorre, Horace L, East Dereham, Norfolk, Grocer 
Norwich Pet July 1 Ord July 18 

Tuwaires, CaHaeies, Western Hill, 
Dar Pet July 17 Ord July 17 

Westsrvox, Artuur, Chancery In, Solicitor 
Pet April18 Ord July 16 

Wootvett, Epwarp, New Cleethorpes, Fisherman 
Grimsby Pet July17 Ord July 17 


Amended notices substituted for those published in the 
London Gazette of July 17 : 


Ritey-Cooxey, Beaxaagp Josepu, Lower Edmonton, Builder 
Edmonton Pet June 12 Ord July 13 
Snort, Eric Gorpon MacCrar, Winchelsea, Sussex 
ings Pet June4 Ord July 14 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Arnoip, Apert Ricuarp, Walsall, Draper July 30 at 11 
ley, Grocer 


Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Asse, Joun Ancect James, Kington L July 
ristol 

July 30 at 11.30 


Durham, Printer 


High Court 
Gt 


29at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 

Avstis, WiiLt14M, Willenhall, Locksmith 
Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Barrow, Hiram, Northwich, Coal Merchant 
10.20 Royal Hotel, Crewe 

Beestey, Taomas, jun, and Harry Bezstey, Leicester, 

builders July 30 at 12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, 

Leicester 

Beapine, Witt1AM Hesry, Lower Thames st, Fish Salesman 
July 3iat12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Brices, Joun, Halifax, Shoemaker July 2 at3 Off Rec, 
Townhall chbrs, Halifax 

Buows, Putir, Birmingham, Dealer in Jewellery July 29 at 
11 174, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Cameron, Jouy, New North rd, Timber Merchant 
at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Caanpiey, Georcz, Rugby, Builder 
Rec, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 

Croves, Epwis, and Eze, C.roven, Bradford, Coal Mer- 
chan‘s July 31at3 Off Rec,29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Cook, CHaries Jou, Southsea, Boot Maker July 23 at 3 
Off Rec, Cambridge junc. High st; Portsmouth 

Cross, Frevericx, Huddersfield, Painter July 30 at 3 
Rec, Prud. n‘ial bldgs, Huddersfield 

Caosstey, Cuartes Wicitam, Armley, Leeds, General Com- 
mission Agent July 29 at 11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, 


July 31 at 


July 29 


Jaly 29 at 12 Off 


Of 


Duss, Micuagt Atorsius, Gateshead, Confectioner July 
2 at 11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley :t, Newcastle on Tyne 

Evans, Anruvn, Penrhiweeiber, Grocer July 30at12 135, 
High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Fispiater, Tomas, eclesfield, General Broker 
at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Forp, Heney, Ystrad, Rhondda, Glam, Engine Driver 
July 29 at 12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Fouxtats, Maria, North Huddersfield, Lodging hous2 
Kee July 30 at 2 Off Rec, Pradential bidgs, Hud- 


July 29 


le: 

Fveniss, Gexry Joux, Derby, Electrician 
Off Ree, 47, Full st, Derby 

Gou.psy, Faasx, Kirkley, Lowestoft, Fish Merchant 
29 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Hare, James, Barrow in Furness, Plater July 29 at 11 
Kee, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 

Haut, Frepeeicx Jous, Brighton, General Merchant 
BM atl0 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Hatt, Harry, Leicester, Provision Merchant July 29 at 3 
Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 


July 29 at 12 


Jaly 


Harpine, Easest AxtTuur, Canton, Cardiff, Police Con- | 
stable 


July 3 at il 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 
Hareisox, Atsert, Lradford, Grocer 
Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Heatu, Sauvert, Warwick, Baker July 29 at 10.30 
Rec, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 
Hienam, Tomas Jones, Chorley, Lancs, (il Dealer 
@Wat3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 
Hiscocks, Witt1tam, Frome, Somerset, Grocer 
12 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 


July 3 at 3 

Off 
July 
July 29 at 


Jacqvrs, Evwis, Leicester, Chandler July 29 at 12 Off | 
] 


,1, idge st, Leicester 
Jesxxinsow, Tuomas, Sheffield, Commercial Traveller 
Wati2 Off Rec, Figtree in, Sheffield 
Liasseut, AgTrave, Hanford, Stoke upon Trent, Agent 
July 30 at 11.30 Off Rec, King st, Neweastle, staffs 
Locke, Metroxzp Groros, Wells, Somerset, Grocer 
2@ati11.20 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Moxnis, Groner, Wakefield July Watll Off Rec, 6, Bond 
ter, Wal 
Newsas, Doris, Birmingham, Hardware Merchant July 
30 at 11 174, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Pittise, Jouw Rovert, Arundel st, Strand 
, Carey st 


July 


July 


Queen st, Carmarthen 


Powetr, Puornr, I ndilo, Carmarthen July Watii Of | 
Ree, 4, 





July 


Off | 


Of | 


July 30 at 2.30 | 


Furniture 


Raprorp, Wituram Georce Joun, Southam 
igh st, South- 


Dealer July 30 at 3 Off Rec, 172, 


ampton 

Reis, Artuur, Holland pk, Kensington, Stock and Share 
Dealer Aug6at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Ricuarps, WALTER Jony, Wandsworth Common, Clerk 
July 30 at 11.30 24. Railway app, London Bridge 

Roc, Artuur, Neath, Confectioner July 30 at 12 Off Rec, 
31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Rose, Grorce Firzaarpinee, Mount st, Grosvenor sq July 
$l at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Rorres, F V P, Essex st, Strand, Journalist Aug 5 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Scott, Risy, Kingston up m Hull, Bricklayer July 29 at 11.30 
Off Ree, Trinity House ln, Hull ~ 

Srarrorp, ALFrrep, Dudley, Carpenter July 30 at 11 Off 

Rec, 199, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 

Steere, Wituam, Starbeck, Yorks, Greengrocer July 29 
at 2.3) Off Rec. The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

Srevens, Ernest Wittiam, Tsunton, Engineer July 29 at 
11 Off Rec, 58, Hammet st, Taunton 

Visine, ALBERT Frepericx Haut, Milk st, Manufacturers’ 
Agent Aug5at2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Watsu, Percivat, jun, Oxford, Corn Dealer July 29 at 3 
1, 8t Aldates, Oxford 

Wesser, Witiiam, Maesteg, Glam, Baker July 30 at 12 
117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

West, Ixman, Aby, Lines, Grocer July 29at11 Off Rec, 
15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 

Westsrooxk, Artuur, Chancery In, Solicitor Aug 5 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Witsox, Taomas WILLIAM, Bowness on Solway, Cumberland, 
Farmer Aug5iat12 Off Rec,34, Fisher st, Carlisle 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Atay, Ropert James, Kentish Town, Grocer High Court 
Pet June 20 Ord July 17 

Barrass, Joun Hempseep, New Benwell, Northumberland, 
— Steward Newcastle on Tyne Pet July 10 Ord 
July 16 

Berstey, Tomas, jun, and Harry Beresvey, Leicester, 
Coach Builders Leicester Pet July18 Ord July 18 

Bet, Victor Aveustus, Leeds, Draper Leeds Pet July 
14 Ord July 14 

Baices, Jouy, Halifax, Shoe Maker Halifax Pet July 15 
Ord July 15 

Brrrz, Davip Beysam x, Penrhewceiber, Glam, Draper 
Pontypridd Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

Burtoy, Wiii1AM, Manchester, Solicitor Manchester Pet 
June 19 Ord July 17 

CLoves, Epwiy, and Ezra Crovucu, Bradford, Coal Mer- 
chants Bradford Pet July17 Ord July 17 

CoLteTr, Henry, Newport, Mon, Cab Proprietor New- 
port, Mon Pet July 16 Ord July 18 

Cook, Cuartes Jonny, Southsea, Boot Maker Portsmouth 
Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Coox, Husert Tuomas, Croydon, Property Dealer Croydon 
Pet June 17 Ord July 14 

Coopgzr, Jons, Stockton on Tees, Plasterer 
Tees Pet July 7 Ord July 15 

Corke, Joun Roya, Kingston upon Hull, Decorator 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Julv16 Ord July 16 

Freperick, Huddersfield, Painter Huddersfield, 

July 16 Ord July 16 

Crosstex, Cuartes Witiiam, Armley, Leeds, General 
Commission Agent Leeds Pet July 14 Ord July 16 

Downy, Micaaet Atvysivus, Gateshead, Confectioner New- 
castleon Tyne Pet July 15 Ord July 16 

Dvuruam, Wittiam, Canning Town, Essex, Draper High 
Court Pet June 24 Ord July 16 

Fixpuater, Taomas, Macclesfield, General Broker Man- 
chester Pet June 27 Ord July 17 

Fraxgs, Witi1am. Wednesbury, Builder Walsall Pet 
Jane 25 Ord July 14 

Goocu, Watter, Newton Flotman, Norfolk, Brickmaker 
Norwich Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Greeory, Emity Hannan, Rawmarsh, nr Rotheshim, 
Yorks Sheffield Pet July 17 Ord July 17 

Geirritus, Joux Gwyn, Aberdare, Insurance Agent Aber- 

dare Pet July18 Ord July 18 

Haut, Freperrck Jouyx, Brighton, 

Brighton Pet July 15 Ord July 17 

Hart, Harry, Leicester, Provision Merchant 
Pet July 17 Ord July 17 

Harpive, Erxest Agruvr. Canton, Cardiff, Police Constable 
Yardiff Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

y, Ernest Wiiu1am, Nottingham, Tobaczonist Not- 

tingham Pet July 17 Ord July 17 

Harsison, Atsert. Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet July 
16 Ord July 16 

Hastixes, Wiir1am, Oxford Commercial Traveller Oxford 
Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Hecitiwett, Leosarp, Gilderstune, Yorks 
July 13 Ord July 13 

Horror, Ricnarpv Tuomas, Plymouth, Builder 
Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

Hueoett, A Srayvey, Purley, Boot Dealer 
May 14 Ord July 14 

Hveuss, Eowarp, Stroud Green High Court Pet July 8 
Ord July 17 

Kwiout, Frepertcx Tuomas, Holme next the Sea, Norfolk, 
Coal Merchant King’s Lynn Pet July 18 Ord July 1s 

Liyse..L, Anruur, Stoke upon Trent, Agent Stoke upon 
Trent Pet July 13 Ord July 16 

Mort, Wacrer Lovis, Hornsey, Stockbroker’s Clerk High 
Court Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Moercas, Tuomas, Penthiwceibr, Glam, Collier Aberdare 
Pet July 18 Ord Joly 18 

Morus, Groner, Wakefield Wakefield Pet July 16 Ord 
July 16 

Nicnoisos, Evwarp, Gosforth, Northumberland Newcastle 
«n Tyne Pet Jaly6 Ord July 16 

Paris, Tomas, Murton Colliery, Durham, Miner Sander- 
land Pet Joly 16 Ord July 16 

Pascoe, Frascis, Balham, Builder Wandsworth 
March 18 Ord July 16 

Peenver, Henny Grorce, Kensal Rise, Joiner High Court 
Pet July 18 Ord July 17 

Powe .., Paores, Liandilo, Carmarthen 
July 16 Ord July 16 


Stockton on 


General Merchant 


Leicester 


Leeds Pet 
Plymouth 


Croydon Pet 


Carmarthen Pet 





Pet | 


Raprorp, WILtiamM Grorae Jouy, Southampton, Pug 
Dealer Southampton Pet July 16 Ord July ig 

Roserts, Joun Witiiam, Nottingham, Grocer’s A 
Nottingham Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

Rosryson, Aaron, South Shields, Builder Newcastleay 
Pet June 12 Ord July 15 

Rosrnson, Samvet, Wellingborough, Boot Factor 
ampton Pet July18 Ord July 18 

Suaw, James Josepn, Portland, D wset, Painter Dord 
Pet July18 Ord July 18 7 

Sitver, Sotomon, Hackney rd, Tobacconist High @ 
Pet May 19 Ord July 17 

Sreeve, Wi.tiiam, Starbeck, Yorks, Greengrocer 
Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

Sroxss, Wit.1am, Reading, Builder and Contractor 
ing Pet June 29 Ord July 14 

Srracuayx, Rosert, Chesterfield, Rope Man 
Chesterfield Pet Junell Ord July 16 ; 

Tuwalrres, Cuaries, Durham, Printer Durham Pef 
17. Ord July 17 

Watsa, Percivat, jun, Oxford, 
Pet June 18 Ord July 18 

Watton, Rosert, Middiesbrough, Property 
Middlesbrough Pet July1 Ord July 16 % 

WeELttNoron, James, Crediton, Devon, Accountant & 
Pet June 26 Ord July 16 

Wootvetrt, Epwarp, New Cleethorpes, Fishermag§ 
Grimsby Pet July 17 Ord July 17 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCINDED. : 
Hiticox, Wit.iaM, Endell st, Long Acre, Metal Mendha 
High Court Rec Ord March 25, 1903 Adjud 
25,1903 Rese and Annul July 17, 1903 
ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 
Haynes, Bensamin, Clifton ter, Penge, Surrey, B B 
Croydon Adjud Oct 15, 1886 Annul July 14, 193 5 
MarsHALt, ALrreD, Broadway. Bexley Heath, 
Rochester Adjud May 19,1903 Annul July 9, 190 


Corn Dealer @ 





Where difficulty is experienced in procuring i 
Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL with regularity @ 
requested that application be made dire] 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 


Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAD 
IN ADVANCE: Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL aif 
WEEKLY REPORTER, in Wrapper, *¢ 
post-free (53 Nos. 1902-3). Sorrel 
JOURNAL only, 26s. 6d. ; Country, 288. < 
Foreign. 31s. WEEKLY REPORTER, 
Wrapper, 263. 6d.; Country or Foreign 

288. 6d. > 


Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 28. 9d. ; 
law calf, 5s. 6d. 


— 
EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY © 
INTEREST SOCIETY, Limitel 


10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL (PAID-OP), 20 


REVERSIONS AND LIFE INTERESTS — 
In Landed or Funded Property or other Secu 
and Annuities PURCHASED, or LOANS Gr: 
Thereon. 
Interest on Loans may be Capitalized. 


C. H. CLAYTON,} Joint 
F. H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries 


(9th CENTURY BUILDING SOCIETY, 


ADELAIDE PLACE, LONDON BRIDGE, ES 
Assets -#« s# «sx £158,006. 














CHAIRMAN : 
Siz HENRY WALDEMAR LAWRENCE, Banrt., J.By 
2, Mitre-court-buildings, Temple, E.C. 


Prompt and Liberal Advances to Purchase, Build, @ 
[mprove Freehold, Leasehold, or Copyhold Property. 

Borrowers Interest 4 per cent. Monthly repay 
which include Principal, Premium, and Interest for 
£100 ; 10 years, £1 1s. 1d. ; 12 years, 18s. 4d.; 15 years, 153.609 
18 years, 14s. 2d.; 21 years, 12s. 11d. Survey Fee to £0) 


half-a-guinea. 

Prospectus free of FREDERICK LONG, Manage = 
ESTABLISHED 1851. 
CURRENT ACCOUNTS. 
2° 1 
I. 2 ° 
DEPOSIT ACCOUNTS. 
Stocks and Shares purchased and sold for customers. 


BIRKBECK BANK, 
on the minimum monthly balances, 
a} y| on Deposits, repayable gn demand, oO} yi 
2 Io 2 jo 
The BIRKBECK ALMANACK, with full particule 


Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane, London, W.G 
when not drawn béhw £100, 
STOCKS AND SHARES. 
post-free. 





C. A. RAVENSCROFT, 
Telephone No. 5 Hoiwwonn. 
Telegraphic Address; “* Binkexox, Lonpoy,” 


Managing Directly ~ 











